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‘© Yonder comes Fervidus ; Lo! his driving is like the driving 
of Febu the fon of Nimfhi, for he driveth furicufly. What 
* ** js the matter? Why his party has been touched, as he 
. fuppofes, in a tender point’; and he is determined to have 
_ § full revenge ; for the motto on his chariot is, Nemo me 
2) ** impune laceffet ; (none foall provoke me with impunity.) But 
does not the injury exift ‘rather in his own heated imagie 
nation than in real facts? No matter. The very 
dow of an affront, is fufficient to awaken all the indigna- 
tion of Fervidus.” “Febu’s looking gla/s, page 20th, 
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Intemperate Zeal reproved &c. 


Rev”. St Ry 

ERMIT me rd introduce this Letter, with 
Pp that well authenticated obfervation of Solo- 
mon, ** He that anfwereth a matter before be 
** beareth it, it is a folly and foame to him.” Prov. xvii. 
13. The infpired proverbial {uppofes, that this may 
be the cafe, (for ought 1 can fee to the contrary) even 
with fome of thofe who in their own efteem, and the 
e{teem of others, are in no {mall repute for their wif- 
dom, abilities, catholtci/m and moderation, and that a 
conicioufnets of his poffible failibility, fhould make a 
good man, at leaft, felf-difident, teachable, and cau- 
tious ; eipectally how he receives reports againit his 
brethren , \eft it fhould afterwards be proved, that 
they come to his ears, /arded, not to fay loaded, with 
the addenda of prejudice, malevolence and falfehood ; 
thefe being fone of the peculiar and effential ingredi- 
ents, of the character fo {trikingly depicted, in the 844. 


verfe of the above-quoted Chapter, ** The words of a 


alebearer are as woungs.” &c. And tho’, Sir, Lam 
forry, for your own fake, to have it to fay of you; Yet 
fay it I mult, and prove it I can, that in this very pre- 
dicament you molt certainly are; and I cannot help 


thinking, but you mult, by this time allo, be touched | 


with fome difagreeable feclings, relpecting your late 
A.2 publication, 


— 
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publication, againft my fentiments and conduét, when 
Jately at Sh---------- y I baptized certain ** adults ;°- a 
practice, which notwithitanding all your ludicrous 
{neer, I glory in; and beg leave to affure you, that, 
whenever I may be called to Sh----.----y or elfewhere, 
on the like occafion ; and meet with thofe whom I 
have reafon to hope, are as fit fubjeéts for that facred 
ordinance, as thofe were, whom I baptized when I was 
Jaft there ; I will ‘mott chearfully and readily, if re- 
quefted, baptize them alfo ; and, in t’.e tear and 
ftrength of GOD, will again prove it, that refpecting 
this facred ordinance, as well as other parts of duty, 
our dear Lord Jefus has Jeft us an example, that we 
fhould follow bis fleps. And this, I truft, I fhould be 
enabled to do, tho’ you, and all the fons of your d/na- 
Mater ftood {neering by. But to return. Now Sir, 
upon the fhoulders, or behind the back of fome male- 
volent infidious Talebearer you know you ftand ; for, 
fetting fuch information afide, you muft be obliged to 
confeis, that you knew nothing at all about my con- 
duct or fentiments in particular refpecting Baptiim ; 
nor from myfelf received any information concerning 
thems, till after the publication of your Letter. It is 
a well-known, and in molt cafes, 1 believe an undenia- 
ble truth ; that if there were no receivers, there would be 
10 healers ; fimilar to which, and not unfuitable to the 


 prefent occalion, may obterve, that if there were no 


ready and greedy Tale-hearers, and Tale-recervers, there 
would be wo infidious malevolent Talebearers. What a 
pity for your own lake Sir, that when this infidious 
Talebearer, ,this detefted informer was buzzing at 
your ear; you did not reply to him, in the words with 


which you clofe your Letter to me, Page 146, ** O Sits/ 


“ if you knew Sh----------y, even the profeffing part 
“ of it, as well as Ido; how much religious goffiping 
“* prevails, inftead of Chriftian fellowfhip ; what per- 
petual Tattling, Whi/pering, Canting, Whining, fupply 
** the place ot religious convertation ; how exceeding 
inquifitive, cxitain are, into ail the do- 
** meftic and Spiritual affairs of others, while they too 
** glaringly negleét the examination of their own hearts; 
“* how bold'y fome will even fadricate a clandeftine he; 
** and that in order to fow the feeds of diffention between 
** intimate friends; with what miichievous flynets thete 
** religious incendiaries,can carry about a budget of falfe- 
hood and mifreprefentation and tow dexieroully they 
** can open its contents, tho it be like a Pandora’s Box; 
** and by what artful machinations, thefe religious fire- 
** brands labour to fet the Church in aflame. Iam 
" n,n inftead of coming to me and buzzing in 
‘‘ my éars, tales and reports concerning the Baptifts in 
‘“‘ general, or the fentiments of Mr. M-------- in 
particular ; you would yourfelf endeavour to walk 
‘* more and more as Chrift alfo walked, in humility, 
‘* cendernefs, truth, and love.” Now had you done 
thus Sir; and then, taken the hint, given by the infpi- 
red proverbialift Prov. xxv. 23, and, with an angry 
countenance, driven the backbiting Talebearer from 
you; Mytelf and many others think you would have 
acted wifely and well ; and much more becoming your 
public and facred character. But this it feems was not 
the cafe ; the Talebearer comes, and opens his budget ; 
the Tale-bearer fits down and opens his ears; and rea- 
dily receives ; implicitly believes and moft relizioufly 
retains, and treafures up all he hears; and foon comes 


to a determinate refolution, to cite the poor uninformed 
culprit, 


culprit, to the Bar of the public ; and, without the leaft 
previous notice of it, he is arraigned, and, IJnqut- 


fiticn like, without knowing his accufers, he is put upon 


Trial, tho’ his profécutor has nothing to fay againft 
him, in the matter of his baptizing certain Adults at 
Sh----------y, but what he picked up by bearfay «To 


be fure Sir, your modefty, candour, good fente and pi- 
ety, fhine mott ijluftrioufly in this part of your con- 
duct, However, being thus cited by you to the Bar 
of the public; to the impartia! public 1 chearfully ap- 
peal, who I verily believe will find a verdict for the 
poor 


a Mr. Toplady hasa good remark, upon the difingenusty of ani- 
madverting upon a Sermon, without fo much as having heard it, 
in his reply to Mr. Haddon Smith; ** That Mr. Smith fhould enter 
‘*the lifts, with fuch exceeding fiercenefs, againft a Sermon, 


'** which he did not bear, and which he has not yet, had any op- 


** portunity of reading ; difcovers a rathnefs and temerity in him, 
** which fink him as much below my notice, asthe truth he ate 


_** tacks, rifes fuperior to his impotence of al To which 
excellent quotation, | cannot help adding another, in which the 


writer, fpeaking of a judging temper. fays, ** Circumflances, either 
*‘ apparent or juppoted, are exaggerated ; and fo, after the partial 
Jury of prejudice,, uarelenting envy, malevolent flander, 


defpotic pride, infolent loquacity, peevifh jealoufy. &c. &c. have 


given their opinion, re{pecting the adjext culprit, for they never 


** like to accule a man to his face; immediately pompous SELF fits, 


in Judgment, and proclaims the fentence of condemnation to her 
** vaflal train ; who, quick as lightning, and voracious as the Har- 


«* pies, fly on their deftin’d prey, and devour every {crap of the poor 
** jufferer’s charadler. And asall is contrived in the dark perhaps he 
** hears not a word of the deep-daid plot, till a certain fwift winged 
meflenger, called Ez./-report, is commiffioned to blow the fo- 
** norous trumpet, and fpread the decifions of the Court of 
** Ceniure farand wide. Jehu’s Locking Glaf/s, pages 251b, 26th. 

N. B. This laft weatife was writen by the Rev, Author of @ 
Leiter to a Baptifh Minifter. &e. | 
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poor defendant ; and that, not only becaufe many of 
the charges brought againft him, are fale and malevo- 
lent, but alfo, becaule the profecutor himfelf cannot 
fupport any one fingle charge in a fair, honourable or 
honeft manner. _ Pray Sir, if ever‘you think fit to cite 
another Perfon, to the Bar of the public; do fee that 
you have better ground to go upon ; and, as Abfalom 
faid to his father’s fubjeéts, when one had cited ano- 
ther to the Bar of the King; /ee that your matters are 
good and right. 2 Sam. xv. 3. 

In what [ have to fay to you, on this occafion ; I 
mean to addrefs you, asa gro/ily mifreprefented, fenfibly 
injured and falfely accufed friend. 1n the Courfe of your 
remarks, you have not only givenine many inadver- 
tent, but alfo many wanton, not to fay malicious wounds ; 
_ wounds, Sir, which carry much more of the appear- 
ance, of the envemon’d bitings of a Serpent, than the 
faithful wounds of a friend,” there being )ittle of the 
fpirit or temper of chriftian friendfhip in any of them. 
You moft undoubtedly are to be blamed; and I can- 
not but think you will be fo, by every calm, difinte- 
re{ted perfon, for having attacked me inthe public and 
{neering manner you have done; and to ufe your own 
words, upon fuch ** tattlng, whifpering, canting, whi- 
ning” bearfay evidence. This at beft proves you to 
be a precipitate, rafh, hot-headed, young man; and is fo 
far, frem caufing the objection to your printing, to drop 
any of its weight; that on the contrary, it adds very 
greatly to it; neither your grace nor good-manners 
can apologize, for your not having made fome private 
application to me (which you well knew how fo do) be- 
fore you had thus publicly infulted and injured me, by 


dragging me into the Pillory of your /neering taunts, 
bitter 


% 
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bitter invectives, and keen reproaches; nor do I think, 
that any one can produce an inftance of more unwor- 
thy treatment, from an opponent ; than, in this refpect, 
1 have met with from you Sir; but this is a Specimen 
of the * candour” &c. with the profeffions of which, 


you {tuff your pages and 
“© Without any farther preambie, I proceed expli- 


* citly to that for which 1 have ventured to take up 
“* my pen,” to addreis you in the character of a gro/s- 


ly mifreprefented, fenfibly injured, and falfely accufed friend ; 
and ** to bring your /pirit, peculiar fentiments and calm 
exposiulations to the touchftone of fcripture, reafon, 
candour and common fenfe.” As I am not afraid or 
afhamed of the caufe in which I am engaged ; fol am 
neither afraid nor afhamed of my name appearing in it ; 
and therefore I fhall not conceal it. 

(1) Page of your work. WhenTI had compli- 
ed, with the repeated and earneft requefts of my friends, 
to come over to Sh-------y; as every good man, by 


whatever party or denomination he may be diftin- 


ouifhed, is equally dear to me, in the common fellow- 
fhip of the Gofpel; (I mean while he acts agreeable 
to his chriftian charaéter and profeffion) I therefore 
experienced a joy, in the expectation, of the pleafure 
and happineds of an interview with you; ‘* and was fo 
‘“tir from envying, any little popularity you might 
““ have acquired, by the peculiarity of your addrefs,” 
or your being advanced to the Vicarage of St. Alk- 
monds that it was the intention of myfelf and my 
friend, who travelled with me, to have attended on 
your miniftry, every opportunity we could, during 
our ftay at Sh-------y ; and I affure you Sir, it was no 


{mall difappointment to us both; that we could not 
enjoy 


| 


enjoy that pleafure. However, my expectation was 
in no refpeét difappointed, in the perfonal interviews I 
enjoyed with you; I cannot eafily forget, the affection 
and refpect, with which apparently you received me; 
the polite and engaging manner in which you behaved 
towards me; and, above all, the fweet fimplicity and 
{pirituality of your converfation ; this charmed me; 
and tho’ I had formerly had the pleafure of your com- 
pany, and of attending on your miniftry, yet you never 
was fo endeared tome, as in my late interview with 
you; my affection and refpect were raifed indeed ! 

“« However I freely acknowledge, Sir, that my fan- 
suine expectations refpecting you, have confider- 
‘* ably dropped ; and that the principle of your proce- 
“dure in your late publication, has not appeared to 


© me in fo amiable a light as I could have wifhed. [ 


entertained a very confiderable idea of your 
catholici{m and moderation &c. &c. But Eheu gitan- 
ta de {pe decidi ! how have J been amazrd and difop- 
© pointed, fince I have ( not by the information of any 
infidious budget-bearer of falfehoods and mifrepre- 
*« fentations;” but by reading your calm expoftulations 
&c. &c.)} feen, with what cenforious zeal, you have 
** infifted on infant {prinkling ; and how very fevere- — 
“© ly you have treated fuch, as happen to differ from 
*¢ you on that moft unfcriptural practice.” 

(2) page 9th. You are not miftaken, in fuppofing, 
that [ was fent for, to baptize thofe perfons at Sh------y, 
or, that I then thought, and ftill think, thac none of 
the minifters in the eftablifhed church, or among the 
diffenters of the pado-baptift perfuafion, do adminifter 
the ordinance of Baptifm in a /criptural manner ; and 
pray Sir, may not the Baptifts at Sh----.-- y, invite . 

B whom 


\ 
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( 10 ) 
whom they pleafe to adminifter the ordinance of Bap- 
tifm, without your {neering at them for it ? but this is 
another fpecimen of your candour &c. &c. &c. do per- 
mit me here to jog vour memory with the good old 
maxim, 
Oui alterum incufat, cportet fe intueri. 

(3) page 10th, Thanks to the kind aad indulgent 
providence of God, “ we andevery diffenter, in this 
«¢ highly favour’d iand of civil and religious Liberty, 
may exercile all the peculiarities of our refpective 
“ denominations, without any dread of kcal molefta- 
“tion;” 4 tho’, at the fame time, it is abundantly 
plain, that the poor Baptifts do not exercife them, 
without plenty of invidicus reproach. 
esand maiicicus fiucers, witnels the Vicar of St. Aikmonds, 

and 


4 This Gentieman is very fond, in various parts of his piece, 
of calling up to view, our liberty as dotienters 5 and infruvatine, 
as if wewere obliged to the Church, for it; and as it it were by way 
of connivance. lave therefore to allure him, that we do not 
took upon ourfelves as, in the lealt, obliged to the Church for our 
privileves ; but to the excelleat conffitution of the Government under 
which we live; and alio, that we are fo far from being indulged by 
being ked at; that our liberties are fet upon as lepal a fooun 
as thofe of the Chur) of England. \n the words of a great Lawyer, 
<iffenters way of worthip is not only exempted from pu- 
‘“ nifhment; but rendered innocent and lawful; not merely by 
** the commivance but under. the proteétion of the Law; is efa- 
** ( Kurneaux’s Letters to Blackftone page 1574.) fo that 
the aly difference between the d:/enters and the Church of England 
is, thatthe latter is endowed with fat livings, to puff up the pride of 
certain Vicars, that they may defpife heir unendowed brethren. 
bthink, it muit naturally occur to a difcerning reader, acquainted 


with all the circumitances of a certain Author, of a Letter to a 


Paptif? Misijter ; what an amazing contraft the humble Curate of 
Slawéury was, to the pricfly Vicar of St. Alkmonds. 


“4 


and his judicious friend. Pray Sir, did you or 
your judicious friend ever hear me, “ throw out any 
wanton wittici{ms, againit the mild adminiftration 
“* under which we are tollerated ?” Tadeed I cannot 
but feel for you, that, when you are thus addrefled, 
in a clofe, honeft, fair, and open manner, and afked, 
‘¢ pray Sir did you ever bear Mr. M------ fay any thing 
acainit the government, or the prefent mild admjni- 
<¢ {tration under which he and all diffenters are tolle- 
«¢ rated ?” or did you ever bear him ridicule his bre- 
thren? to think what a pitiful fhift you muft be dri- 
ven to; and that, under the fourfold character of the 
Chriftian, the Gentleman, the Minifer, and the Scbolar, 
you muft immediately run for fhelter, behind the 
back of your ** sudicious friend,” or fome of the Salo- 
pian budget-bearers of falfehoods and mifreprefentati- 
ons; andcry out, QO! no! no! “ | never heard Mr. 
“¢ M------- fay one word about the Government, or out 
“© excelent church, or dipping, or fprink/ing, or any thing 
Jikeit in all my hfe; no never did indeed.” But 
“here is a judicious friend of mines; do, afk him; he 
“can tell you all about it; and if he will not fatisty 
“ you, Ican bring you many more, tating, whi/pering, 
“ canting, whining, religious butybodies, who will 
“even fabricate a clandzitine and that in order 40 
“ low the feeds of diffenfion between intimate friends.” 
O Sir! do you not biufh for yourfelf here ? 

(4) pege 1146. You fay full farther, You are 

informed” Ah Sir! in the old place again, viz, 

behind fomebody’s back. And here let me oblerves 

once for all gentle readers, that this ts the only places 

in which you wiil find this author, in the whole of his 

book fo far as it concerns me; but to return; well, 
b 2 you 


( ) 
you are informed, that, in my Sermon preparatory to 
Baptifm, I fuggefted the following addition to the 
Liturgy of your ‘* excellent church,” from falfe joy 
and falfe confidence good Lord deliver us! pray Sir, lec 
me afk you here, was it your judicious friend, who 
brought you this very judicious ftory, which you heard 
and received with fo much judicious attention and care, 
and whfch you have printed and commented upon, in 
fo judicious a manner? A moft judicious bufinels all 
this indeed Sir! The words which you have mention- 
ed, very probably I made ufe of; and pray Sir, in 
what refpect was either you or your “* excellent church” 
affected or injured by them? O! “ but! was informed, 
“that you ifugeefted them as an addition or amend 
*“*mentto our Liturgy.” Well Sir, if you were fo 
informed ; I being by you cited to the Bar of the pub- 
lic; do at this Bar- publicly and folemnly antwer for 
mylelf. And 1§. Ll have, I hope Sir, other and better 
employ on my heart, my head, and my hands, every 
day, than that of either making new Liturgies, or 
mending old ones; and fure | am, that no fuch 
thought was in my mind; nor did I fuggeit any thing 
like it, in ufing thofe words. Vain thoughis, Gop 
knows ! | often find to my grief; but among them all, 
1 never remember to have met with a Liturgy-mending 
thought, which if | had met with; J fhould, I affure 
you Sir, have Icoked upon, as one of the vaineft and 
moft fooiifh ot any that ever paffed thro’ my mind. Bur, 
2dly.1 have to an{wer, that the whole of this ftory, fo far 
as it relates to any intimation, or defire, or thought of 
altering, mending, or meddling with your Liturgy, 
(however judicicufly it was Drought to you) is, to ufe 
your own language Sir, “ @ clandefine lie, fabricated 


66 by 


33 
by fome sattling, whifpering, canting whining, tale. 
** bearer; and your receiving, believing, and much 
more your printing it, without being better informed 
of the truth of it, reflects very highly upon your con- 
duct, as a Gentleman, a Chriftian, and a Minifter. This 
being the cafe; I moft chearfully leave you, Sir, in 
the peaceable and undifturbed pofltffion, of all the 
the honour and applaufe , which may accrue to you 
from your ‘* excellent church,” in confequence of your 
judicious remarks, upon this moft. judicious ttory ; and 
without taking che leait notice of them, 1 proceed, 
(5) page 1344. To a paragraph fo exceeding low and 
futiie, tiat 1 had dome thoughts, of paffing it over un- 
noticed ; till, upon your mentioning the cafe of Phi- 
lip and the Eunuch, and particularly the circumftance 
of the ** happy Echtopian” going on bis way rejoicing , 
I recollected, that I preached trom thofe words, on the 
evening of the dav, on which | baptized the perfons at 
Sh--------y ; and it is ten thoufand to one, but in the 
courte of that fermoa, I faid fomething or other about 
dipping and rejoicing too. But, Sir, had you no judi» 
cious Iriend there, that-evening ? or was there no Sa- 
lopian budget-bearer of fallehoods and mifreprefenta- 
tions, prefent at that time ? or was it, that the budget 
brought you from the fermon on the preceding even- 
ing, contained a guantum /ufficit, for your head and pen 
at voe time ; and therefore you did not chufe to enter 
into this? « You afk me, ‘“ do I think the Eunuch’s 
joy 


¢ Since the writing of the above paragraph, 1 recollett, thro’ 
the aflittance of fome friends, who were prefenton the occafion, 


that it was in ibis Sermon, (and not in thas on the preceding 
evening) 


| 


“¢ joy was the truer for his being Baptized ?” I antwer, 
I do think the Funuch’s joy was, more truly ftrength- 
ened, more truly enlarged, more truly heightened and 
brightened, and more truly fealed and confirmed in 
the experience of his foul; not merely, ex opere operato, 
by being dipped in the water; or that he gloried in 
bapuim, asthe ground of his acceptance with Gop; 
but in confequence of the divine bleffing, and prefence 
attending him, in his fubmifiion to the divinely infti- 
tuted ordinance, of being baptized or plunged in 
water, inthe Name of the Father, of the Son, and of 
the Holy Ghoft; which fubmiffion, after he was in- 
ftructed in the duty, was to the “ happy Ethiopian,” 
an efiential part of the obedience of his faith. And 
we may fuppofe it alfo, a ground of joy, to Philip the 
adminiftrator ; being aiweet fulfilment, of the preci- 
ous promife of Him, who, when he gave his difciples 
acommiffion, to teach and oaplize; tor their comfort 
and encouragment aflurcd them, that he would, Ze 
qvith ibem always even to the ena of the world. The reti 
of this weak and paultry paragraph, dejerves no par- 
ticular remark, founded as it is upon grols miirepre- 
fentations. What Bapuits did you ever hear, ** thank- 
inc Gop that they were not Like other men?” 

(6)page 1544. After a few more daubs of the dlack- 
brujh, by way of introduction, jecundum ufuin ; we are 
come to fomewhat, which you call argument, refpect- 


Inf 


evening) that I ufed the Sarm/e/s expreflion, which has fo enraged 
the Rev. Vicar. It is fcarcely of importance, to take notice of | 
this circumftance ; but it may ferve to fhew the inaccuracy of the 
Vicar’s judicious fiiend, and how little fuch informatioa 1s to bs 
depended on. 


( 15 ) 

ing the mode of baptifm ; in which you attempt to fhew 
if. that baptizing, that is dipping, and /prinkiing or pouring 
on are one and the fame thing; and then, by way of con- 
clufion to this curious paragraph, you roundly affert, 
‘¢ that to attribute the idea of dipping to the word dap- 
‘* size, is to mifinterpret the oracles of Gon, to fet 
‘* fcripture againft itfelf, to be wife above that which 
‘“* is written, and grofsly to overlook the real import 
‘‘of the original.” A word or two, (if you pleafe 
moft learned Sir,) to each of thefe in their order. In 
order to fet forth the weaknefs and inconfiftency of the 
practice of /prinkling, inftead of Leptizing, I mentioned 
(in my fermon preparatory to that ordinance) an ob- 
fervation, that I had met with in the courfe of reading ; 
viz, that in fo doing it could be at moft, only faid, 
* that the minifter Daptized or dipped the ends of his 
own fingers,’ Atthis you are very angry ; and fay, it 
favcurs more of vulgarity than folidity. Ail 1 fhall at 
prefent fay about it is, that it is an obfervation of a 
much more learned man than either myfelf, or the 
very learned Vicar of St. Alkmonds. They. are the 
words of the learned Mr. Selden of the laft century ; 
who thus exprefles himfelf, ‘In England, of late 
+ Years, I ever thought, the Parfon baptized his 
“own fingers, rather than the child” Sce, Selden’s 
works, Vol. 6th. Col. 2008. Now, Sir, let the vul- 
earity of the obfervation be what it may; be affured 
that [ do not, nor willl give up the truth of it upon 
authority fo weak as your’s, againft fo learned a man. 

You fay ‘* J take it for eranted,” that baptifm always . 
ficnifies dipping.” This I moft certainly do Sir, until 
the contrary is proved. Further, you fay, * that I 


“© fuppofe the idea of the one is always conneéted with 


the 


rome |) 

“ the other.” This alfo I moft certainly do’till the ides 
is proved erroneous. D> you prove it fo from any paf- 
fave of the word of Gon if you can. # Not all the ar- 
tention I have been able to pay to the analogy of 
firipture ; nor the comperatively {mall acquaintance, 
that I have with the genius of the greek language has 
convinced me of a miftake herein ; but, on the contra- 
ry, again and again it has confirmed mein the fentiments 
that water vaprilm always fignifies immerficn or dipping, 
and never /prinkling or pouring on of water. — 

Your quotation and comparifon of feveral {eriptures, 
which next follow, is very weak ; and proves nothing 
fo much, as your peculiar dexterity, in confounding 
one thing with another; and io raifing a mift befcre 
the eyes of your unwary reader. For in pages 16¢h.17¢2. 
you have /ecundum artem, confounded and mixed toge- 
ther, the fprinking of the blood of Chrift, the baptifin 
of the Holy Ghoitt (relating to believers in general . 

and 


d@ Dr. Stennett, in his admirable reply to Mr. Addington, has 
abundantly proved that the Greek word has always this fignifica. 
tion; in thofe paflages, where its meaning ean be precifely deter- 
mined ; and that there is no place, in the Sepruagint vertion or 
the New-7cflament, where it may not, aatarally and fairly, carry 
the idea of dipping, plunging, or overwhelming ; or where there is 
_ any fubitantial reafon, for fuppofing it to intend /prinkling or pour- 
ing on Of water. See Letrer ivth. of the fr part. One would have 
hoped, that that excellent performance, liad fenced the advocates 
for /prinkling. for a while at leait; efpecially as Mr. Addington has 
not thought proper, to reply to the Door; but it is plain, that 
the Vicar has only read one /ide of the queftion; by his advancing, 
as if uncontradided, thofe very arguments, that have been often and 
often proved fallacious. \f he had attended properly, to the max- 
um, Judi alteram partem, that is, bear the other fide; he would have 
faved hin felf the mortification, of being expofed to the public ; 
and me the difagreeable office of thus exhibiting him. 


t 


and the apoftles in ‘particular on the day of pentecc? 
and water baptifm ; and from this ftrange pu ole oo! 
things, you think you can draw fume far-fetchicd 

ference, in favour of fprinkling ; yea, you fay, © you 
“can even prove that fuliing upon and baptizing ite 
ufed /ynonymonfly in fcripture ;” and proceed to what 
you cali a proof of it, from 497s xi. 15. 16. where 
we have a particular account, of the nature and manner 
of the Baptifm of the Holy Ghoft; which Baptita of 
the Holy Ghotft, (by the way) if you will pleate to 
look back to 4é#s ii, 2. 3. 4. does notat all favour 
your notion of {prinkling ; with much greater propriety, 
the difciples might be faid to be smmerged or overwhelned 
in it; for it filled, not only all the houfe where they 
were fitting, but each of their hearts allo; they were 
covered without and filled within; well might they be 
jaid to be baptized by the Holy Ghoft. But in 
this there is not one word of, nor any reference to what 
you contend for. You tel us indeed, page 17/4. that 
and Camda in ffs x!. i 5. 16. are fynonv- | 
mous, and great ts your parade abour it; but you 
are not aware here of a critical error tat you fati into; 
by endeavouring to afcertain the 4seral ule of a word, 
from its being ufediin a figurative way. Your bufinefs 
was, firft of all, to eftabl'th tne /iteral meaning if yeu 
could, as fiznifving /prinkhng or falling upon; and thence 
you might have uluitrated the feurative view you 
fo much favour; but this you have not dune; and the 
Jiterai acceptation is Cireétiy againtt you. In the Septua- 
gint verhon of Danieliv. 32. Nebuchadnezzar was{as out 
Tranfliuon lays) wet with the dew cf beaven, the greek 
word i$ som, the Orginal of Cazligw Now we 
all admit, that the dew did fai dowa trom heaven 

C upon 
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upon him; but this was not intended to be intimated 
by the aforefaid ereck word ; but the idea of his be- 
ing overwhelmed in the dew, as appears from the ori- 
ginal Chaldee word (Itftavahg) which always fignifies 
to be immerged or overwhelmed; and alfo from, verfe 
23d. where this Idea is explained by Nebuchadnez- 
zar being fpoken of, as to have his lodging im 
the dew, w tH tod ovpavt So 
in this Baptiim of the Holy Ghoft, it was not 
intended to intimate, dy this word, the fpirit’s falling 
upon thefe converts, but that they were fi//led and as 
tho’ covered and overwhelmed with the fp:rit. What 
then become of your /prinkling many nations, ard 
Spriukhing clean water, and pouring out of the fpirit, 
which are all fgurative, and give no direction tor 
water Baptifm ? Will you point out to me, any place, 
in which the Baptifm of Chriftians with water, is ever 
exprefied by the word ezizinw? If you can prove 
this from the New-Teftament; I pledge myfelf to 
you, that [ will never more contend for dipping as 
effential to Baptifm; but will, for the future, ule 
pouring or {prinkling with as much indifference as 
dipping ; but unlefs you do this, your inference in 
favour of fprinkling muft tall of courte. 

You proceed from hence to give us, what you call 
the various ufes, of the verb Caziéw; and pre- 
fent us with a mangled, unfair quotation trom Lergh’s 
Critica Sacra , pity but you had quoted him as tairly 
and honeftly as you ought; then, you would have— 
told your readers, “ that the mative and proper fig- 
** nification of the word, is to dip into water or to plunge 
“under water ;” but, I fuppofe, you thought, that 
would be faying too much in favour of dipping. 
You 
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You next produce, the various ceremonial wafhings 
among the Pharifees ; the wafhing their Bodies, their 
Cups, Pots, Tables, Couches, &c. in all which there 
is not a jot, of a proof againft dipping, in the ordi- 
nance of baptiim ; but, on the contrary, every circum- 
ftance referred to, if honeftly and impartially weighed, 

muft be underftood of uch a wafhing, as neceffarily 
implies dipping ; and this, you feem not to be quite 
unaware of yourfelf ; and therefore fay of their couch- 
es &c. probably they were {prinkled; and yet, you 
tell us in the next fentence, that “ this is a clear proof 
*‘ that the greek word has the different acceptations 
“you contend for;” what fir, are probabilities and 
clear proofs one and the fame thing with you? Leigh 
tells us, you fay, that Carligw is taken for wa/bing, 
rinfing and cleanfing even where there is no dipping 
at all.---Be it fo.--- We have no fuch opinion of the judi- 
cioufne/s of Mr, Leigh, as to take it upon truft, be- 
- caufe he fays it: Let us hear your proofs: “ The 
Pharifees eat not except they wafh ( 
‘“* be baptized) that is, fay you, they did not immerge 
the whole body:” fuppofe they did not, ftill they 
dipped in the water that part they did wafh, their hands 
fuppofe ; and all that we are contending for here is, 
that Canliéw always fignifies to dip ; but who told 
you fir, * chat they did not immerge their whole body” 
every time they came from market? fo itri€t a {ect 
asthe Pharifees, would have made bur little of its 
inconveniency ; and it is not likely, that it wouid 
have been impraGicable to a {eét, which made fuch a 
point of frequent wafhings, and muft therefore have 
had conveniencies for the purpofe ; Fo/fepbus tells us 


of one fect (i. she Effemes) that every day before 
C2 dinner, 
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dinner, having dreffed them/e'ves in linen cloaths, they 
* hus walhed their buaies in cold waier” | De bet). Jud. 
lib. 2. Cap. 8. Edit Hudion) But then they wath- 
“Sed their pots and cups &c :” And who ever wafhed 
pots or cups without puting them évéo water ? nor 
would it be any wonder, (confidering the fuper- 
{tition of the Pharilees) if even- frequently (we are 


not told how often) they put their deds and couches into | 
Water, eipecially as the tne Law of Mofes enjoined, 
‘that every thing deemed unclean, whethcr it was a 


veficl ot wood ; or raiment, or fein, or fack, it muit be 
put into water ( Septuagint Cagnctra ) Lev. Xb 
32.  bBefides that the word Ka will as ‘proper- 
ly fignify a table as a couch , and furely there is no 
CiMcelty in putting a ¢ad/e into water; fothat your 
probability which you take for a clear proof comes to 
nothing. Your judicious friend may {mite at all this 
page 25th. but coarse as he thinks it, it is plain truth, 
he may imagine, he has fitted us with acriticifm, as 
clofe as a giove to cur hand; but you are as much 
niftaken jn nis judiciou/ne/s, as he is in your poistene’s ; 
tho’ people do not cloath their pots and vans in order 
to wath them, yet nothing is more common, than for 
peopic, to put on s¢hin vesiments when they go into 
baths, to wath themjelves ; at Baib and Southamp- 
ton &c. for witance. Baptifm indeed is only a 
lively emblem of inward wafhing, and being buried 
with Chrift; there is no neceffity therefore of /taying 
in the water to wafh their doates clean, in order to tul- 
fil this ordinance ; the deicending into the water, 
being immerged, and rifirg again, can as much fulfil 
the outward and vlible fign of the inward and fpi- 
* :itual grace,” as if they continued in the water for 
a month, Your triend’s remark, therefore, having 
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no folidity in it, its fmartne/s reminds me, of two 
lines in Pope’s Dunciad. 

Dulne/s with tranfport eyes the lively Dunce ; 
Rememb’ring fhe herfelf_ was Pertne/s once. 

The next inttance you refer to, is the Bupuifm of 
Chrift’s {ufferings. I would hope that you do not w'th 
or defign, to Ieffen or diminith the jutt idea of the ° 
greatneis and weight of the redeemer’s tufferings ; and 
yet, cannot but think, your comment upon them, 
in this place (in order to fupport your notion of Bap- 
tifm by /prinkling) is rather cramped and ftraightned, 
by confining your idea of the Baptifm of his fuffer- 
ings, Only to the material blood of his holy and im- 
maculate body. You fay, that * uie baptitm alluded 
** to was that of his d/ood ;”---No doubt, but that was. 
a part, and a very great part allo, of the baptifm 
of the redeemer’s fufferings ; but my idea of Chritt’s 
futfcrings, is that they confifted of many particulars ; 
fuch as che guilt of Sin; the curfes of a broken Law; 
the wrath of Gop; with all the’attending agonies of 
his human toul, under which he then lay ; now thefe 
things confidered, I cannot but think, that they far 
more naturally fuggelt, the idea of his being over- 
whelmed in lufferings, than /prinkled with them.  Par- 
ticularly, when his foul was fo overwhelmed with for- 
row and diftrefs, that the blood (defore it fell ** in fuch 
grumous Clots to the ground”) made its way, in the 
manner of /weat, thro’ the numerous pores of his 
body ; was not his facred body then, bathed, or wajbed, 
immerfed, or overwhelmed in blood ? the idea is too ob- 
vious tor common fenfe to be bantered out of it, by 
your playing upon the word dipped; and your quota- 


tion from Ixiil. 3. refers to the of the tuffer- 
ings 


ines of our Jord, not the fufferings them/elves ; will 
help you to a more apt one, in P/al/m \xix. 2. (as that 
Piaim is applied to Chrift verfe oth.) I am.come into 
deep waters, where the floods overflow me. Your next 
reterences to Luke iii. 16. and Aéffs ii. 3. \ 1 have 
already fufficiently explained and defended ;, and your 
argument trom 1 Cor. x. 2. is a common-place re- 
mark, that has been ofcen fhewn, to contradict the 
facred hiftory, which expretsly fays, that the Ifraelites 
went thro’ the cavity of the fea on dry land, that the 
waters were congealed on each fide as a wall, and 
that the cloud had the appearance of fire. Exodus xiv. 
2. 24. compared with Pfalm cvi. 9g. Yet,. hav- 
ing the cloud above and the waters on each fide of 
them, they might ftill in an accommodated {ente, be 
Jaid to come up trom the midft of the waters, verfe 29th. 
and to have been, as the Apoftle fays, im the cloud, 
and inthe fea; afenle+ that furely favours tmmerfon, 
rather than your forced and unnatural interpretation. 
The conclufion of your remark is as deftitute of 
fer:ouinets, as it is of politenets and good fenfe; you 
(a minifier cf the gojpel) can ipeak, ina trifling and 
vulyar manver, of the vengeance of Gop upon his 
enemies; and make an indecent comparifon between 
that, and an sfituted ordinance of Chrilt, which you 
acknowledge was /fometimes adminiftered by immer- 
fion, page 20th. Sure vou are vaftly improved of 
late ; anc ' fhould not wonder, if, in this age of ridi- 
euling facred things, it fhould recommend you to 
further preterment , but never more reprehend others, 
for ridiculing their Brethren; no body does it more 
grofsly than you do: You are fenfibly touched, at 
the very apprebenfion, of an injury to your/elf; and yet, 
you 
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you fcruple not to commit the rea! injury to others, 
However, it muft be conteffed, that the conclufion of 
your learned lucubrations on this texr, is wonderfully 
brilliant ; for it feems from you, that lead being caft 
into the water, and there finking; and lead being 


dipped ia the water, and taken out again, are one and ~ 


the fame thing; or in other words, that there is no 
difference between dipping and drowning ; or between 
Gop’s awful judgments executed upon the enemies of 
his people, by drowning them ; and a fubmiffion to Bap- 
tiim Dy immerfion.---A truly Leaden thought indeed Sir! 

From hence you lead us to Hed. ix. 10. which 


you think affords you another argument, in favourof 


{prinkling ; but here you fadly confound matters 
again ; as alfo make very lame and unfair quotations. 
The ceremonial fprinklings, and the ceremonial waih- 
ings are two diftinét things. Give me leave, fairy to 
quote the paflage you reter to, Levit. xiv. 7. g- 
*« and he fhall fprinkle upon him, that is to be clean- 
‘© fed from the leprofy feven times, and pronounce him 
* clean; and fhall let the living bird looie into the 
** open field ; and he that is to be cleanted, fhall wa/d 
‘¢ his cloaths, and fhave off all his hair, and wa/d bim- 
“ felf mm water, that he may be clean; and atter that 
* he fhall come into the camp, and fhall tairy abroad 
* out of his Tent feven days; but it hall be on the 
*« feventh day, that he fhall fhave all his hair off his 
| head, and his beard, and his eyebrows, even all his 


‘“¢ hair he fhall fhave off ; and he fhall wafh his cloaths; | 


‘* alfo he thall wafe his fieth im water, and he fhail be 


** clean.” Now, is it not from hence undeniably 


plain, that wa/bing is fpoken of as diftin&t from /prink- 
ling ; and will not the wafbing, here fpoken of, come 
out fairly in favour of dipping. The Leper (befides 
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the Prieft’s /prinkiing him feven times) was, at two 
different times afterwards, to wafh or bathe himfelf in 
water, before his being thoroughly cleanfed. And 
in much the fame fenfe, there are a great variety of 
other wafhings, {poken of under the Mo/aic difpenfa- 
tion ; but I never remember, that the Mofaic /privk- 
jings are called wal/bings. Now Sir, do not thete feve- 
ral wa/bings as diltinct from the feveral /prinklings, 
look much more like what the apoftle calls dagépes 
different Baptiims ? that from 
hence it is wot manifeit, that the Holy Ghoft in his 
word calls iprinkling Baptifm, but wa/fing he calls 
Bapti/m, as diftinct from fprinkling. But we are now 
come to your vice verfa, which was the 2d. thing to | 
be confidered in this paragraph ; your words are thele, 
“to attribute the idea of dipping to the word baptize, © 
** is to mifinterpret the oracles of Gop ; to fet fcripture 
** againit itfelf ; to be wife above that which is writ- 
“ten ; and grofsly to overlook the real import of the 
“original.” This is a home firoke indeed Sir; furelv 
you nodded over it, when a little farther you tell us, 
that fometimes it has that idea. ‘Alafs! Alafs! What 
will your excellent church, your venerable Alma Mater 
jay to you for this, think your Sir? Whar! Muft a 
Beptifi Minitter jog the Vicar of St. Alkmonds on 
the elbow, and tell him to look into his common-prayer 
Look, and fee what it fays to him concerning Baptiim ? 
Surely your church attributes the idea of dipping to the 
word 


— 


¢ That is baptifms or wafhings for diferent reafons or on different 
accounts ; fuch as the confecration of the priefts Lev. vii. 6. and 
the warious plungings ordained for the different defilements of the 
People. The reader may fee this fenfe well defended, in the 
frye part, of Dr. Stennstt’s reply to Mr. Addington, page 5414. 


| 
a 


8s 
word baptize; for the commands the very act of 
dipping, in the act of baptizing. You know Sir, 
(or at leaft you ought to know) that, in the office ap- 
pointed for that fervice, you are commanded to dip 
the child, when you baptize it. And yet here you 
tell us, that “to attribute the idea of dipping to the 
‘* word daptize, is to mifinterpret the oracies of Gop; 
fet fcripture againft itfelf ,; to be wife above that 
** which is written; and grofsly to overlook the real 
‘import of the original.” Surely you cannot be 
both right here Sir! Either your excellent church, your 
venerable Alma Mater, or elfe her younger fon the 
the Vicar of St. Alkmonds muft be wrong; for nw 
part, I cannot help giving you my thoughts upon the 
cafe ; tho? I know you will not thank me for thems 
when vou hear them. I greatly fear Sir, that it will 
come out at laft, that, dlindne/s in part, has happened 
to the mother or hér fon, in this matter of dipping. I 
fhall here, take the liberty to quote, what fome of the 
truly learned, and juftly refpectabie fons of your 
Alma Mater, your excellent church, have faid on this 
matter of dipping ; and leave you, at your 'eifure, to 
reconcile it with the above never-to-be-forgotten decla- 
ration of yours. The firft is the learned Dr. Wall, in 
in his biftory of Infant Baptifm, (which you, quote when- 
ever jit ferves your own purpofe) He fays of the pri- 
mitive chriftians ; ** Their general and ordinary way was 
“* to baptize by immerfion or dipping the perfon, whether 
“it were an Infant or grown Man or Woman into the 
** water; this is fo plain and clear, from an infinite 
** number of paflages, that as one cannot but pity, the 
** weak endeavours of fuch Pedobaptifis as would main- 
*“ tain the negative of it ; fo alfo we ought to di/own and 
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few a difike, to the prophane fcoffs, which fome 
“« people give to the Antipadobaptifts, merely for their 
“ ufe of dipping ; itis one thing to maintain, thar, that 
** circumflance is not abfolutely neceffary, to the ef- 
** fence of baptifm, and another to go about to repre- 
“fent it as ridiculous and foolifh or as fhameful or inde- 
“* cent, when it was in all probability, the way in 
** which our bleffed Saviour, and for certain was the 
** moft w/wal and erdinary way, by which the ancient 
** chriftians did receive their baptifm.” Vol. ii. pages 
291. 292. 

Dr. Hammond, in his annotations on Matt. ili. 1. 


“fays, “ John put the perfons whom he baptized into 


“* the water , dipped them all over, and fo took them 
“* out again.” 

Archbp. Tillot/on,in his Sermon on 2 Tim. ii. 1. fayss 
“antiently thofe who were baptized, put off their gar- 
* ments, which fignified the putting off the body of 


“Sin, and were immerfed and baried in the water to 


** reprefent their death unto Sin, and then did rife up 
** again out of the water, to fignify their entrance up- 
* on a new life.” 


Bp. Teylor, in his Duét. Dub. Lib. 3. fays, ‘ the 
*¢ cuflom of the ancient church, was mot /prinkling but 
‘“ immerfion in purfuance of the fignification. of the 
* word Laptize, both inthe commandment and example 
of our ble Saviour.” | 

Bp. Hoed!y, in his Sermon before the King, preached 
Feb. 15th. 1729, fays, ** Baptifm, or the ceremony 
“ of immerfion in water, reprefents to chriftians, their 


- death to Sin, and their Life unto Righreoufnels ; 


“the former, by their being covered with the water, 
“ and the latter, by their rifiyg out of the water again.” 
Now 


Now gentle reader, let me |afk thee, after all thefe 
plain teftimonies in favour of dipping ; and from 
fome of the greateft men in their days, in the church ; 
what wile thou think of the learned Vicar of St. Aik- 
monds, who roundly afferts, that to attribute the idea 
of dipping to the word baptize is ** to mifinterpret the 
“* oracles of Gop ; to fet fcripfure againft itfelf ; ro be 
wife above that which is | written ; and grofsly to 
** overlook the real import of the original ?” does not 
this look as if blindue/s in part had happened fome- 
where or fome how ? I fhall leave thee reader to fix the 
charge ; and fhall only drop the following hint to the 
learned Vicar, viz. that if your book, Sir, fhould hap- 
pen to fall into the hands of your Dioce/an, and he read 
and confider this famous paffage; you may probably 
expect, at fome future vifitation, to be called betore 
him to anfwer for it ; as well as for your: fneer at your 
Alma Mater, in page 4th. about the ** monopoly of lawn 
“¢ fleeves.” 

(7) page 20/8. As you feem, Sir, to have run your- 
felf almoft out of breath in the laft long paragraph; 
particularly in the latter end of it ; fo here you reco- 
ver and recollect yourfelf a little ; vou fay (at length) 
that “ you are not cling in acknowledying, that 
** baptifm may have /ometimés been adminiftred by im- 
** merfion, but not always ; of chis you think there ts 
“evident intimation.” Very calm indeed Sir! you 
are certainly a little cooler ‘and your fever fomewhat 
abated, tho’ I know not how torecéncile this cuncef- 
fion, with what you faid juft now, concerning dipping ; 
if you had confidered this point more maturely ; [ am 
certain, you would not have delivered yourfelf fo pe- 
remptorily, (not to fay d4indly and incon/ytently ) upon the 

D2 fubject. 
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fubjec&t. You go on to afk me, “ do I think that the 
“ vaft multitudes mentioned in Mast. iii. 5. were all 
“« dipped ?” IT anfwer that I have no doubt of it; or 
elie they had no bufinefs in Jordan ; you are quite wel- 
come, Sir, to retain, and enjoy all and every part, and 
parcel, of the pleafure and fatisfaétion, which you 
have received, from the very curious comment of 
Mr. Jobn Wefiey, on this place ; it is indeed a genuine 
famiple of the Logica Weflienfis ;/ nor can | help fmiling 
at 


f In conformity to Mr: Wefley’s example, the Vicar parades 
much about the of bapulm by immerfion, with modefty, 
or /afety ; he puts accordingly, teveral qacitions ; concerning bape 
tizing an Inhdel, a Quaker &c. on their death-bed, and baptizing 
a pregnant-woman, which he calls pre/umption ; thereby thinking 
to drive us to the acknowledgment of the lawfulnefs of {prinkling. 
Now it may be obferved here, that fimple pregnancy is fo far from 
being im sel; an objection to going into the water, that in fome 
cates, cold bathing is recommended éy the faculty to pregnant- 
women ; and furely Mr. John Wejfley will not deny this, .who re- 
commends cold water, as a kind of panacea or lintverfal bemedy- | 
But fuppoie an Infidel &c. on a dying bed to defire baptifm ; what 
is to be done in that cafe ? Let me afk the Vicar here ‘* whether 
‘‘ there are not certain diforders (fuch as fome cafes of the /ma/l- 
** pox, and fome fevers) in which even /prinkling or pouring on 
** of water, would be dangerous and hazardous, as well as 
* coing into the water ?”? what would he do then? why he would 
fay ** my friend, the efficacy of the blood of Chrift, and evan- 
** eclical purity page 2874. does mot depend upon external wath- 
‘ings; and as your cale will not admit of an application of 
‘ water to you, without pre/umption, page 24th. fo the Lord fays, 
he have mercy and not facrifice : however if it pleafe the 
** Lord to recover you ; you may be baptized zhen, when it may 
** be done with /asety.”” We would fay the very fame then to 
fuck a one, reipecting immer/in; and if any fhould urge, ‘* that 
** tho’ immerfion might not confift with their /afery,” yet {prink- 
ling would, as a plea for ufing the latter ; we would tell 

him, 
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at (for truly there is a good fhare of rifibility in, it) 
the pretty expedient he has found out, to fet afide 


dipping in their dbaptifm, viz. “* that of the Baptift paf- 
** fing before the people, who ftood in ranks on the 
** edge of the river; and cafting, water on their heads 
** and faces.” And yet Sir, du as my head is, I do 
think, I could have found out a much more ¢a/y and 
convenient way, than this of Mr. Fobn Wefley. Give 
me leave to fuggeft it, now it isin my mind. The 
peopie might.have kneeled in ‘ranks, along the edge 
of the river; and then Yobn might have come, with 
fome water in 2 bafon; and you know Sir, according 
to the learned Mr. Se/den, he would only have had oc- 
cafion to dip the ends of his fingers; and fo he might 
have /prinkled or poured the water on their heads ; and — 
thus he would have faved himfelf the trouble, of foop- 
ing down tor every handful of water, which he caft on 
their faces ; and befides all this Sir, the water would 
have EMETETE FELL ON them, and that you 
_ know Sir, would have been, jus? the thing. You was 

very angry with me juft now, becaufe fomebody had 
faijely teporied to you, that I had fet myfelf up for a 
Liturgy-menaer ; now tho’ I think a Liturgy-mender to 
be a poor, mean employment; I look upon a Bidle- 
mender to be a much worle; and fuch think may all 


thofe commentators be called, who, not being content 
| with 


him, that the firft introdu@tion of fprinkling in the room of baptifm, 
"was from a miftaken notion, of the neceflity of baptifm to falvation ; 
we would guard him againft fuch a notion; and affure him, that, 
if he believed, his falvation was equally fecure, tho’ he was not 
baptized ; at the fame time infifting, that it would be his duty, and 
an effential part or evidence of the obedience of his faith, in cafe 
he recovered. 


( 30 ) 

with the plein and natural fenie and meaning of the 
words ot fcripture, rack their brains to invent fome- 
what, whereby they may help out matters, and piece 
out the fuppoied deficiencies of their Bibles: this— 
fort look upon this curious paflage to be, which you 
have with fo much care and pains, tranfcribed from 
Mr. Fobn Wefley, as you fay for my fake.---Thank you 
Sir. However 1 will venture to drop a hint here, 
which if properly attended to, will do neither the 
Vicar of St. Alsmonds, nor Mr. John Wefey, nor 
myfelf any harm: this; Do mot teach your Bible; 
but let your Bible teach you. 

This may ferve for an anfwer to all the next men- 
tioned caies, of the Baptifm of the three thoufand, of 
the Eunuch, and of the Philippian Jailor, for your 
account of them is made up of nothing more than 
fuppofitions, probabilities, improbabilities, &c. &c. &c. 
ali which, tho’ they may ferve to entangle the weak, 
and catch the unwary ; yet to a mind determined to 
fearch for truth, as revealed in the word of Gop; and 
in the itrength ot Gop, 1o embrace, and follow it, 
when he has tound tt; or, in Other words, Sir, to read 
the Bible for himfelf and act according!y ; fuch~expo- 
firions as you have here given us a iample of, 1 am 
periuaded can never be faustactory. g Jult one word 


more 


g lam obliged to a friend, for fugzefting a hint here, concern- 
ing the exact reiemblance, between the reafoning'of certain wri- 
ters, (whofe only arguments againit John’s baptizing by immerfion, 
and the baptifm ot the 3000, the Philippian Jailor &c. &c. by 
im. merfion, are founded on /uppofstions improbabilities &c. all which 
fuppoliuions, are intended to argue againft the plain meaning of 
the word Caasfw ) I fay the exact refimblance begween this 

kind 


j 


(31 
more with you here Sir before I pafs on; pray Sir, 
Cid you look into your greek teftament, before you 
told us, ** That it was plain from the ftyle of the 
Evangelift in ii. 41.” Then rére at that time 
they that received the word, (it fhould have been 


gladly 


kind of reafoning, and that by which, he Deifis attempt to inva. 
lidate the credibility of our Lord’s@ iracles. Concerning our 
Lord’s miracles, Mr. Woolfton would fay, of the cure of the Paraly- 
tic man Mark ii. 3. 4. ‘* How improbable all this flory is! ean we 
“* fuppofe, that the people could have taken the man on the top of 
** the houfe? And then how improbable they could have let the 
** man down thro’ the roof of the howfe! what! did they (as Luke 
‘** fays Chap. v. 19.) take the sles off? then they muft have 
** fmothered our Lord with /ime and duf?; but you fuppofe there 
*¢ was a door on the top Of the houfe; well, be it fo ; what occae 
** fion was there for breaking down this door-way and burfling 
‘it open? And where was the good man of the houfe to fuffer 
<* all this outrage to his dwelling ? And was it not very dangerous 
‘© to let a man down by ropes ? And would it not have been 
*¢ eafier and better for Fefus to have gone up and healed the man 
*© on the top of the boufe ? Ergo, what? the whole hiftory is mon- 
Aroufly abjurd improbable and incredible” (Wooliton’s fourth dif- 
courfe againft our Saviour’s miracles page 51.) By this kind of 
cavil, the infidel would fain difprove our Lord’s miracles; and by 
the fame kind of wretched cavil, would the advocates for fprink- 
ling difprove the true idea of chriftian baptifm. Ex. gr. ** How 
** could {fo many be baptized in fo thor: a time’ Would it act be 
‘© indecent to go into the water undreffed, and where could the 
«© multitudes have comveniency to fhift their cloatns ? How could 
% the Eunach be furnifhed with two fuits of cleaths ? How could the 
* Jailor be baptized in the night ? &c. &c.” The anfwer to all this 
is evident. They might have had Tents near to ‘Fordam in which, 
their drefs might be changed. The Eunuch was a great man, and 
had many fervants about him, who mighi foon Rave fhifted his 
cloaths, as nothio g was more common in thofe couxtries, than’ fre« 
guent bathing. And will any one affert that the Jailor might not 


have had a re/ervoir of water in the prifon? who wee 
| at 


> 
> 
t 


(, $2) 
gladly received the word) were baptized? Now, Sir, 
my greek teftament is before me; and I cannot find 
in the paffage referred to, any fuck word as you men. 
tion ; the adverb rére is mot ufed by the Evange- 
litt in this place; pray, Sir, do not make any fuch 
miftakes for the future. 8) page 


that the Jailor &c. were baptized in the dungeon? the hiftory 

— does not fay fo. It is natural to fuppofe a prifon to be well ftocked 

i with water; or fuppofe they went out to the river mentioned 44s 

/ xvi. 13. Will the Vicar fay, that becaufe this might be ¢nconveni- 

ent, therefore it was impofible? If it was inconvenient, it was 

but for once in a man’s life ;and_a young convert who rejoiced fo 

much as this Failor did, would not value a /maill inconvenience. 

But who does not fee that all this cavil (and efpecially the Vicar’s 

{neering about the Jailor having a baptiffery in his houfe) is ex- 

‘ aétly of a piece with that of Mr.Woollton before mentioned ? | do 

not mean here, to charge either the Vicar or his friend Wefley 

with infidelity; but only to fhew them, that, when the mind is 

| diffaffefted, it is at no lofs for fomething to cavil at, in the beft 

authenticated ftory; it will fhew them alfo. that, by this method of 

talking, a man may prove guodisbet ex quolibet ; and totake heed left, 

| : by reafoning in this abfurd manner, they do inadvertently put wea- 

H _ pons into the hands of infidels, to attack the credibility of the 

‘ gofpel hiftory. N. B. Tothe above remarks, 1 beg leave ro 

add the fentiment of the great #7t/us (who was as good a {cholar 

| as the Vicar of St. Alkmonds) concerning the converfion and bap- 

tifm ot the Failor abovementioned, ‘* This fame Failor, he fays, 

** being fuddenly chenged into another man, kindly wafhed the 

** ftripes of his illuftrious prifoners ; having brought them into the 

' ** boufe, he {pread a table for them; being dipped in the facred 

| “* fream, he was initiated into the myfteries of Chriftianity ; and 

** laftly, he rejoiced exceedingly, becaufe he had believed in Gop 
** all bis house.” ‘* Commentarienfis ille, in alium repente 

** mutatus hominem, illuftrium captivorum fuorum plagas co- 

** miter laverit; in domum dedu@is menfam appofverit ; /acris 

** lympbis tin@us, chriflianifmi myfteriis initiatus fit, et exu/tave- 

‘+ rit denique, quod, cum univerja domo Sua; credidiffet Deo.” 

Wi itfius in vita Pauli, v. 9. 


| 
| 
| 


33 

(8) page There is in all this para- 
graph worth either my notice or reply, except it be 
a word upon your comment John v. 8 which 
you have very wittily ftudied make very harmoni- 
ous ; probably you might think that the words /prinkle 
and were not quite out lof harmony with each 
other ; for your comment upoh the paffage feems to 
me to be, more a jingle of words, than any {criptural 
connection of gofpel truth or doctrine, “The whole 
will better apply to dipping or wa/bing, as (1) they 
walbed their Kobes in the blood of the Lamb Rev. vii. 
14. (2) Their bodies wafhed with pure water //eb. x. 
22. (3) Arife and be Baptized (in token of) wa/hing 
away thy Sins, xxii. 16. | 

(g) page 28¢h.._In this paragraph, you fay that 
** you are tond of the term fprinkling; and for no 
*€ other reaton but becaufe it is the favourite phrat:- 
‘ology of the Holy Ghoft in his werd.” But here 
permit me to obferve, Sir, that) the term fprinkli a, 1s 
not the favourite phrafeology) of the Holy Gholt, in 
that fenfe in which it is your favourite ‘—phrateology ; 
for the Holy Ghoft never once ules it, when he {peaks 
of the ordinance of Bapt:im ;}we don’t tcruple to ac- 
knowledge, that he fometimes wufes it, when he {peaks 
of the blood of atoneme it applied to the con- 
{cience ; and in reference to his own fanétifying in- 
fluences, applyed to the hegre. But whenever he 
{peaks of the ordnance of Baptim, his tavou ‘te 
phrafeology always alludes to dipping; therefore your 
inference from Heb. ix. 19/20 21. 22. in favour of 
fprinking is no bewter than mere declamation, ana can 
prove netuing in the mater of a New-Tefiament 
infiitution 5 


34 ) 
inftitution ; unlefs you fhew us in what part of the divine 
word, we are commanded to make the Levitical {prink- 
lings of blood, a patternfor the Baptifm of chriftians with 
water. °*Till fuch authority is produced, we chufe to 
keep clofe to our Lord’s direction, and that, of his 
Apoftles, refpecting his own inftituted ordinance, ra- 
ther than indulge our own fancies, in the folemnities 
of religion.---Your next argumenty drawn from the 
mode of adminiftering circumcifion, is another proof 
of your fuperficial and falfe reafoning. Unhappily for 
your caufe, let the caie of circumcifion be ¢ryly' ftated, 
and it does not at ali refute the idea of Baptifm by 
immerfion, but on the contrary, eftabiifhes it; and proves 
that the Baptifi’s views of the effentiality of this mode 
are juit.---Circumcifion was a pofitive inftitution, and 
was commanded to be applied only to a /mall part of 
the body. Baptifm is a pofitive inftitution, and Is 
commanded to be appited to the whole body, by im- 
merfion. Now Sir, as the extending ond enlarging the 
application of circume fion ;by making any more or 
any other excoriation, than that which was commanded) 
would have been a breach of the inflitution ; fo, the 
leflening or diminifhing the application of the pofitive 
inttitution of Baptiim, (by pouring or fprinkling the 
watery element and that only upon a {mall part of the 
Body, 4 inftead of the whole body being immerged in it) 
is 


bit may well be debated, amonoft thofe who pratice infant 

Sprintli-g, what particulir part of the body ought to be Iprinkled ? 

In Englesd &c tprinkle the sace; Bilhop Burnet tells us fin 

his trovels letter 2¢.) tnat in thy pour water upon 

the Aack-part of the head; but what authority have they for con- 

fining it to eatner? Will it be faid, that at is sedifcrentwhat part? 
Shew 


a 
ay 


(35) 


is alfo a breach of thatcommand. Your enlz argement 
on this topic therefore, is a compound of inconfiftency 
‘and nonfenfe.---The like too muft be faid of your 
pompous from Heb. xi. 28. page 29¢b, it is 

quite 


Shew your authority for that indifference ? Might nota Jew, dy 
parity of reason, have contended, that it was indifferent in circume 
cifion whether the enjoined excoriation was of the fore/Rin or the fin- 
ger? As therefore, there is no direction in the Bible for fprinkling 
the face ; might not a minifter, with much greater propriety, fprin- 
kle, or pour water on the feet ; and jultify the practice, by the ex- 
ample, of our Lord’s wafhing the Dilciples feet John xiii. 10. ? 
or rather, as our author is fo fond of caliing Baptifm the chrifian - 
circumc/fion ; May we not draw fome inftruction from thence? He 
{peaks, page 89r4. on the authority of Cyprian, of tome fanciful 
réfemblance between circumcifion and Bapti/m ; He infers that, as in- 
fants, under the Law were circumci/ed, therefore infants under the 
Gotpel thould be éaptized. It might be urged on him, that cir- 
cumcifion was applied only to the males; and that on this princie 
ple, males only ought to be baptized ; however waving this re- 
mark, of a defi idncy in the fuppoied refemblance ; sechiadill if we 
are to argue fr ‘m circumcifion concern! ng the proper fubje. 3s of 
4 dir ; we may, with egua/ reafon, argue concerning the manner 

lio of baptifm : lam periuaded the fuppoied resemblance will hold 
as fircng/y in the’ ene cafe as in the other. As thus, : 

(i. Circumcificn was admini- (4) ‘So. thouid iprinkling 
tered the 8¢h. day; it was not -thould not, on any pretence what- 
adminiftered before, On the pre- | ever be adminiitered /ooner ; nor 
tence of illnefs, or danger of} thould it be delayed /onger. 
death ; nor was it delayed /onger. | 7 

(2) Circumci/ice was appiied| 2) So fhould /prirtling the 
to a particular part of the Body. | /ame part, that under the law, 
Was crcumerfed, fhould (1t there 


fis a rejemblance between the 

two iniitutions) be /prinkled, 
Texpe& here, to have agreat outcry againit me, about decency 

and mode?y &c. but, aslargue won their ewan principles, | would 


> 
ay 
¢ 


( 36 ) 
quite indeterminate, and proves nothing with refpect 
to bapulm, as we have no {cripture authority, to argue 
from the one cafe to the orher.---Analogy and impli- 
Cacon Sir, retpecting matters of a pefitive inftitution, 
wich depend entirely on the will of the Inftitutor, 
however they mav fatisty you, will have but little 
win a “linking mind, even tho’ from your 
fi ofunatty ol ereck learning, you intorm us, that 
or pouring to; there would be no 
imacimation, if this method was adopted.--- 
Rud you however, inttead of the 2840. verie of that 
Chapier, quoted the you would have thewn us, 
an aliufion to Baptiim, that we are warranted dy fcrip- 
iuveto make ule or. I mean the paflage of Hrael 
the Aed Sea as by ary land, which we have already 
explained, but it was not for your purpofe to take 
notice of this, as you fuppoted the former far-feich’d 
aliution was. 

“You add, that you hope by this time, my pre- 
© yudices againft the word /prinkling, and the mode it 
*imp.cs, are in fome imall degree dropt, efpeciaily 

™\as 


{av to fuch Agee (0a hath clean led call thou 


epunciean, x. 15. Itcannot poilibly be more than 
ciicumciion was ; vet God commanded circumcifion. At 


the comman! of Gov dérabam circumeifed and all the 


mars OL his tamtiy Gea xvii, 24. 27. Was that indecent ? Was 
tor the mer ot Shecvem to be circumcifcd ? Gen. 
24- Alma. when that ceremony was fuipended in the wilder- 
neisyand 4 val of it, cfrenmersed the children of 


j vat nt? upon it then, that 
iprinkiing this Jers, cunnet Se more indecent than circumcifier 
ard that the uf there is any, will argue 2: 


| 
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«© ac both the one and the other, have the fanction of 
“ the Holy Ghoft himfelf,” page 30f4. 1 affure you, 
Sir, I have no prejudice againit the word {prinkling, 
nor the mode it implies, in any fenfe in which it has 
the fanction of the Holy Ghett himfeit ; but well ai- 
fured Lam, that neither the word iprinkling, nor the 
mode of {prinkling, ever had the tunction of the Holy 
Ghott, when he fpoke of the New-Teitament ordi-. 
nance of Baptiim.---As to your charge againit ine, of 
ridiculing my brethren; In aniwer to this | have, and 
Ido folemnly declare, thac L am, by your Informer, 
and by vourfelf, fal/fely accujed,; and I now publicly 
appeal to all who know or heard me, for the truth of 
what I fay ; that I never did ei:her in public or private, 
ridicule any of my brethren of any denomination ; the 
fearcher of hearts doth know, that I do love all them, 
who appear to love the Lord Jefus Chrift in fin- 
cerity, be they of what party or denomination they 
may. And now Sir, are you not (methinks you ought 
to be) afhamed of your conduét towards me, in this 
refpect ? Is it not cruel indeed, to be thus publicly 
vitfied and flandered by you? And all profeffedly upon 
no other evidence than bear/ay. But there is a God 
that judgeth right , | pray he may forgive you. I 
know, that in aniwer to all this, you have faid ** that 
all my complaints of mifreprefentation &c. are fhel- 
** tered under an evafive dittinétion, between ridicu- 
** jing minilters perfons, and bantering their mode of 
difpenfing Bapnim.”=--You will pleate to remember, 
that no one ridicules practices they fuppofe abfurd, 
more than you do; and that what you call Baptifm, 
I call a piece of human invention, nat has juft as much 

| to 


~ 
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to do with the gofpel of Chrift, as has the popi/d frag- 
ment of crojing ike child's forebead, when you have 
fprinkled its face. Now, as ¢o human traditions and in- 
veniions, when fet up inftead of the worthip and ordi- 
nances of Gop ; | contefs, | have often made free with 
them ; and [ will nether give bond, nor promife, that 
I may not happen, to do fo again before I die. And 
permit me to affure you again, without any dilrefpect 
for the perfons of my brethren of that way of think- 
ing, that if ever I am again called, in the courfe of di- 
vine providence, to defend the ordinance, and recom- 
mend the practice of Believer’s Baptifm, either at 
Sh--------y or ellewhere; you may always expect to 
hear of me, asa fevere oppoter of the human invention 
of infant /prinkling.---1 truft however that neither I, 
nor any of my Bapritt-brethren, do p!ace a /ega/ or un- 
due ftrefs on Baptiim, by fubfticuting it in place of the 
** fountain of Immanuci’s biood ;” or the * wathing 


—“* of Regeneration.” You charge us page 30th. with 


legalizing, in ftanding up for the ordinance of Chriffian- 
Bapiz{m, and you enlarge on it pace 133. &c. with 
more vehemence than decency or truth; but I appeal to 
any impartial reader, who is moft to be fufpected, of 
kegahzing in their attachment to Baptifss, we who ad- 
minitter Bapufm to thofe who, in the judgment of 
charity, we look upon as already wafbed in the bleod 
of Chrift, and the laver of Regeneration ; or you who 
would adminifter it to infants, of whom) you can form 
no judgment that this is the cafe : We, who plead for 
immerfion, as the injiituted mode of Baptifm, in order 
to teiliiy our love to Chrift, by keeping his command- 
ments; Or you, who ipeak of /prinkling page 30%. as 
jealing 


| 
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( 39 ) 
*< fealing the falvation of the fon of Gop.”---I truft 
that we do inform our hearers, ‘ that not all the wa- 
* ter in Jordan can wafh away their innate pollution, 
“ and that no outward forms can make them clean 
“* &c.” and I can’t fee, why we ought to be charged © 
with the contrary by you, who plead for the purity of 
your church in eéffentials, and who fay, that ours is a 
difient of non-ejjentials.---As we cannot think, how- 
ever, the worfhip and ordinances of Gop are of a trifling 
nature, or left to the difcretion of frail and unin{pired 
men ; our diflent we hope is a reafonable one.---You 
may {neer, at our calling our refpective focieties church- 
es; but if they confit of perfons fearing Gop, we 
have as much a right to call them churches, as the 
Apottles called the churches of Rome, Corinth, Epbefus, 
&c. none of which focieties were national or worldly 
' eStablifbments, but perfons, collected by the grace of 
Gop, out of the world; and you fhould have remem- 
bred, that the xixéd, article of your own church, in- 
confiftent as it may be, yet does as ftrongly oppofe the 
idea of a national efhablifhment of religion as we do, or 
our Lord did, who faid, my kingdom is not of this world. 
It fays that the church of Chrift is “* a congregation of 
“* faithful, that is godly and upright men, in the which 
“* the pure word of Gop is preached, and the facra- 
** ments be duly adminiftered, according to Chrifi’s or- 
** dinance.”---I leave you to judge, whether the com- 
municants of your church, confit all or chiefly, of fuch 
as do even pretend, to come up to the defcription this” 
article gives, of the true members of the church of 
Chrift? or whether ina national eftablifbment of reli- 
gion, (intended to comprehend all the individuals of a 
nation, 


f 


( 40 ) 
| nation, refufe communion to zoze, and make the com- 
munion even a gualificat‘on of office) there can bea pro- 
per diftinétion made, between the precious and the 
vile? And whether this is the natural and proper idea 
ct a church of Chrijt ? | 
Thus have I followed you, thro’ half your fubject as 
you fay ; tho’ J find, by the number of pages as well 
as by their contents, that | have not waded thro’ half 
| of the filth and mud, you have ca{t before me. In 
refpect of what I have gone thro’ already, I have only 
} this to add, that you have not cleared up or proved 
any one point, you have infified on, either from {crip- 
ture or reaion; or confiitent with candour and common 
fenie : Your quotations of {fcripture are little elfe than 
a confounding of things togetner; and feem to me 
calculated to puzzle rather than to explain ; your cri- 
uciims are trifling; your reaionings weak, inconclufive, 
and evafive ;‘ and your ill-temper’d, mean, and low 
{neers and invectives, thrown out again{t me and the 
Bapuilis in general, are moit plentiful and abundant, 


It fhews with waat an 7//-grace, you fo proudly comp/i- 
meni yourself, upon our happinels in falling into the 
hands of jac an animadverier, page 4th, 


I 


i For this reafon, IT am furprifed, at the commendations given 

this Author, by the Critical Reviecvers for April 1776, for fo ably 

aciending the prectice of the church, in the article of sprinkling 3 

fe eins that Si rinkling 1s an innovation in the church, and that the 

Vicar has reatly proved nothing, but his own deficiency in the 

knowledce of the fubject.---l fear too, that unlefs thefe fame Re- 

lk qewers, acquit themfelves better, in the account they give of 
4] books ; they wil forely impeach their own character, in the ere 
ticas Gepariment ; and verify one of the Vicar’s mottos, ex quovis 


bend, non file 
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T now 2m come to the /econd general divifion of your 
book, pace 33d. which is a continuation of the fam? 
{neer and malevolence againft the Baprifts, we have 
taken notice of before, and fhall find a plentiful por- 
tion of thro’ the whole work. The introductory fcene 
is that of the German Anabaptifts, on which you have 
not {pared colouring I affure you ; fee pages 24th. 35th. 
36th. And now Sir, on the candid and chriffian repe 
tition cf this piece of hackneyed and perjonal inveive 
againft the Baptifts which you fo vainy diiclaimed 
page 4th. do permit me to afk you, do the pecu/ar 
and diflingu:/bing principles of the Bapults, any more 
than thefe of your Churchmen, make people ignorant, 
barbarous, feditious, and cruel? Why then, mult we be 
reduced, to the cruel alternative, of either afferting that 
the Ger:nan Anabapritts, did wrong, to deny Baptifin to 
their children ; or of acknowledging, that we deicend 
In aright line trom them, and are the inheritors of 
their princip!es and tempers ? Indeed, you are plealed 
to drop a retuctant compliment page 374. that you 
don’t compare them with their dresbred (a8 you are 
pleafed to call us) in ths kingdom,” you us 
“© peaceable fuljects,” &c. but wasnotto make us 
appear odious, why was this idmatured and parital ac- 
count introduced ? jure it was not neceil ry, in order 
to prove us deficient tn porn’ of aniiguity page 
In order, yet furt' <r, fo fatten a fliga upon us, tho'e 
whom you cal! ou: drethrea in one line, in the 
you call our parents pave 374). and you {catter your 
il]-grounded invectives in fo :nauy pages of your fetler, 
as well as in {that pretty piece of comnefiuion for a 
—minifler of the gofpel of pecce) your word to Parmenas 
that 


| 
y 


that it is difficult to collect them.---As you have rea- 
foned yourfelf into a bad temper, you begin here alfo, 


‘Ffuppofe from a {carcity of good argument, to nicks 


name and call us Anabaptifis, tho’ we never do re-bap- 
size any one, who has rea/y been baptized before.--- 
You evcn charge us with being affociates in the be- 
heading of King Charles, page 115, tho’ itis capable 
of clear proof, that Cromwell, was fo far from thinking 
the Bapiifis to his purpoie, that he pertecuted them ; 


and ditcharged fome of the officers of his own Regi- 


ment decaufe they were Baptifls Capt. Dean's letter 


to Dr. Bariow bithop ot Lincoln page. 101). Xc.)}---le 


is Moreover infinuated that the Baptists have ventilated 
the prefent troubles in America, pace ri, tho’ the 
Bapiifis concern themfelves in public matters, no 
more than other denominations, diffenters and church- 
men do ; People of a// religious principles, will think 

and fpeak differently on thete fubje€ls but to far ore 
the Buptists, as a Bedy, from countenancing the Ame- 


that know many of them, that would enveigh 


againtt the Americans as much as you | do; nor does tite 
Of New-England thew, that their diftinguilh- 
ing practice, Emean Adult-Baptiim, has ever received 
much favour or countenance from the dmericans 5 even 
your admued Mr. Beficerck was an American.---] might 
put you in mind how remarkably, you do yourtelf 
reprove, that very difireenuity, which you co yourfeif 
dijeover in the {train of vain jangling here ufed ; 
hu’s locking Clafs, pages 32d. 22d. but fince you are to 
fond, of decucirg cur crigin from Jokn of Leyden; 
fuppote we now turn the tables, and attempt your 
OFigin.---viz,---"* You are the pious fon of your Alma 
Mater ; 


} 
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( 
“© Mater; and fhe is the daughter of --------- whom ? 
“ The church of Rome; the Whore of Babylon; the 
** mother of barlots; that ** antichristian church” which 
“(as you fay page 140,) ** proudly boafts that it 
cannot err ;’’ which to prove it, infticuted the Holy. 
‘** Inguifition, and lighted up Smithfeld’s fires ; and 
“which is drunk with the blood of the Martyrs of 
be lure, we might compliment you in 
our turn; and co foften the cate a little, we might fay, 
we rejoice, that there is in many refpects a ttriking 
Contrafi between the.grandjon and the grandmotber ; at 
the fame time, that we are forry to add, that a Lkenefs 
between the two, is to be traced in more than one par- 
ticular. And that this fon of the church, manifefts fo 
much party-Bigotry, and makes Juch unjult and un- 
merciful havoc of the poor Bapsisis, with pen and inky 
that we fhould be forry to fee him entrufted with the 
fword;* our eyes would in that cafe, perhaps, fee a 
F 2 rettoration 


& Since the above was written ; lam more and more convinced, 
of the propriety of this remark, from a perufal, of a certain felf- 
fufficient of the Vicar's lately publiihed, called ** A Reply to 
Parmenas,” wh rcin, as an apology for all the illnacture and invec- 
tive, with which that and his other pieces are ftuffed, he affumes a 
divine authority for it, calls it the /:vord of the /pirit, whofe EDGE 
is guick and powerful ; and infills, that it was his duty to rebuke 


error fourply, that is, cuttingly, tor which he cites Hed. iv. 12. Tihe 


1.13. pages 4th. and 5th. ' need not remind a difcerning 
reader, what a horrid mifapplication of two texts of feripture this 
Is, to excufe his own wast of argument, and «vant of temper; and 
how’inconfiftene it is with the command of the fame Apoiile, to be 
gentle to all men; inflrudting in meekne/s Sc. 2 Tim. 25+ 
from hence it will, | doubt not appear, that what he has laid at 
the door of the Jpirit of God, will more properly hie at his own 


door ; and that he has written (as iuine good people expres it 


ad 
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C 44) 
reftoration, of the * good old caufe” of perfecution, 
with all che /pawn of Romilb ufurpation page 116.--- 
You will excufe me, Dear Sir, for prefenting you with 
this picture; the colouring is moftly your own; and 
the epn/ication not unnarural the improvement you 
will Gat iuggefted in Matt. vit. 5. firfl, caft out the 
beam out of thine own eye , and then thou fhalt fee clearly 
to casi the cut of thy brother's eye.------Dean Swift 
uied to fay, shat a man of nice tafle, alweys bad bis 


* head full of nafiy ideas,” Ldon’t know, that this ne- 


ceftarily Impied, that he gave vent to them on paper, 
tO tlie annoyance ot his harmlefs neighbours ; but with 
you, 


« 
oa 


© wery much in his own foirit ;” and I have no doubt, but the fame 
Spirit, Carried to its ecnuine extent, and fuitably enforced, would pro- 
duce ancther kind ot weapons than arguments, againit the Baptifts ; 
and urge, that caule of Ged requires indeed, when I 
read an the aforeiaid Rep/y, and other places, the profeffions 
Of candour and cordial benevclence, which the Vicar makes, even 
while hes raiding with all his might ; and the compafion, which he 
intimates his feels, while his baud is fo fivere, Reply page 5th. 
IT mutt contefs, that it brought to my mind, the sender fentence of 
the Holy Tnguiftio: upon Malagrida the Fe/uit, (which | have now 
before me) in which, they declare the faid Malagrida to be a cone 
tuvtactous beretic, Gepofe and excommunicate him, and (CHristro 
NOMINC invocaToO) give him up tothe Lay Tribunal of FJuflices 
which ?rihuva/, they at the fame time, *‘ earne/ly pray, to treat the 
criminal with and Compajjicn, and net to proceed againtt 
‘him to death, or the effufion of bicod  ——in contequence of 
which carne? entreaty; the Lay Tribunal on/y ordered him, to be 
led, with a public proclamation of his crimes {they fhould have faid 
his madue/s) to the Square of Rocio, and there to fuffer corporal 
Dect’, by being with a rope; and his body to be durant and 


to power and ages, and to pay the cots of fuit, LisBon, 
september 


ip 


you, it feems, as if nothing 's too filthy. to caft at the 
Baptifs. Do look at your own very delicate exprel- 
fions page 37th ; a putrid mixture x foul taint , four dregs 
&c. you have charged me with coarfe and vulgar ex- 
preffions ; let me afk, are ¢heje fuch as become the 
Gentleman or the Scholar ? However; before you re- 
prefented us, as concerned, in the putrid mixture of the 
German-Anabaptifis, you, fhould have made it out ckar- 
er than your bare affertion, that we are deicended from 
them. Truly, Sir, we pretend to a nobier origin, even 
that of Chri/t, who faid, be that believetb and ts baptized 
foall be faved ; Mark xvi. 16 , and before you tpoke of 
us, as being tainted with a /acramental error (an elegant 
expreffion dare tay peculiarly your own) you thouid 
have proved, that the Bapulm wich Chrifl appointed 
is an error; for we go no farther than he com. 
manded us, nor baptize any other than, as far as 
we can judge, he has authorized us to baptize.--- 
On the other hand, it is much ¢afier to prove infant 
Jprinkiing, to be a part and pillar of popery, than a New- 
esiament ordinance, your own learned Bilbop Saunder fon, 

does not icruple to acknowledce, that nesher /prinke 
** fing, nor the /prinkling of injants, have any warrant 
from fcripture ; (Cajes of coujcience page 124.) ace 
cordingly, he refolves both into the power of the 
church to decree rites and ceremonies, which is an ine 
portant part, of the claim of the Lomifb-Church; and 

) I firmly believe, with Dr. Gi//, that, when the church 

of Chrift is purged trom her remaining drofs, thefe cor- 
ruptions will aliu be done away ; and “ that the time 
** will come, when infant /pr inkling will be no more 
practiied in the world.”---As to Mr. Bos/wick’s per- 
formance, 
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formance, Dr. Gill has very ably and fufficiently an- 
fwered it; but you don’t feem to read doth fides of a 
queition, or elfe you would not have made ufe of ar- 
guments againit us, that have been often and often 
refuted, wiihout taking the leaft notice, of the very 
fatisfactory replies, that have been made to them, In- 
deed, there is a remarkable confiftency, between your 
conduct, in this refpeét, and that of other writers of 
your perfuafion ; when a piece comes out in defence 
ot ixfant /prinkling, and a reply is made to it; the cuf- 
tom is, to take not the leaft notice of that reply ; but 
prefently, cut comes another treatife on the fubject, (the 
Ghof of the foryner) with the very fame arguments as if 
they had been truihs uncontradified, and generally alfo, 
in the fame /weet, candid, catholic and loving fpirit, 
which is fo warmly breathed thro’ the whole of your 
book.---We agree with you indeed page 38th. that 
the matter in debate, is not of an indifferent nature ; 
and, tho’ we do not uachrijiianize our pado-baptift bre- 


thren, or look upon them as heathens, becaufe they 


have not ao infight into the duty of Baptifm ; yet, for 
the fake of truth, we muft declare, that we do not 
Jook upon them as churches confticuted, with all that 
regularity, which Gop has ordained ; which will beft 
confit with the beauty of gotpel-wotlhip ; which will 
diftinguith the church from’ the world ; and redound 
mioit to the edification of the body of Chrit. 

I pals on now to page 40/4, in which, in your con- 
fident and magifterial manner, you ignorant!y and 
proudly {neer at a fermon, which you can be no pro- 
per judge of, as you did not hear it; In order to ex- 


plain this matter, and to fhew, how ungrounded your 


malevolence 


as 

iif 


( 47 ) 
malevolence is, I fhall give fome account of that fer. 
mon. The text was “ leaving us an example, that 
‘* we fhould follow his fteps who did no fin” &c.---Tho” 
this text is introduced, by the doétrine of patiently fuf- 
fering injuries, yet the Apoftle does not confine the 
example of Chrift to that ; but adds, who did no fin &c. 
It was natural therefore, to fpeak of our Lord as an 
example in other refpects, befides that of enduring in- 
juries. The notion of doing no fin, is not fimply nega- 
tives but fuppofes, pofitively, the doing of good.----Chrift 
therefore, was brought in as, on many accounts, a pat- 
tern for his people ; and other parts of his pattern hav- 
ing been previoufly infifted on, at length, his Bapsifm 
was adduced, for which we had the authority of Chrift 
himfelf, who faid, at his Baptifm, ‘‘ thas it decometh us 
to fulfil all righteou/ne/s,” Matt. tit. 15.----1 fubmic it; 
therefore, to the Reader, whether this was an unnatural 
way of hinting at the example of Chrift in Baptifin, as 
proper for his people to attend to; and fhould now 
leave you to flourifh, Quixote-like, for feveral pages, 
at the giants of your own brain; but I muft ftop to 
obferve to you (1) concerning that egregioufly nonfenfi- 
cal {tory of the digoted Seceder page 43d. that as Il do 
not know a greater brother bigot, to this poor Caledoni- 
an than yourfelf ; fo it is more than probable, that if 
your advantages for knowledge had been as few as his, 
you would have contended that Paul’s parchments were 
the original copy, of The Book of CommonPrayer ; with the 
adminiftration of the Sacraments, and other Rites and Ce- 
remonies of your excellent Church.----(2) lL obferve, con- 
cerning your infinuation, that if the example of Chrift 


is to be followed aft all in Baptifm, then we — 


48 ) 
be baptized till 30 Years of age, page 44¢h. that there is 
a great difference, between running a fimiliiude on all- 
fours, and acting, es you do, in direc contradiéiion to it. 
Can we not, for inftance, follow our Lord’s example, in 
refiiting tempration, unlefs, like him, we go up into the 
wildernefs and fatt 40 days ? Can we not, be baptized 
as he was, uniefs we ftay, as he did, tothe 30th. Year? 
If, as you fay, our Lord ** could not, confiftently with 
*“‘ his offcial capacity, be baptized ’till he arrived at the 
“ 20th. Year of his age,” (which however I doubt of be- 
ing the true reafon) yet does that reafon operate, to the 
delaying of his peoples Baptiim to that age ? Or do we 
find any other prerequifite to it infilted on in fcriptures 
befides a credible profeffion of faving faith in Chrift ?---- 
I would (;) make one obiervation on your reafoning in 
pace 45¢h,----[n my opinion, if it proves any thing, it 
mult be chat circumcifion as well as Baptifm, ought to be 
retained, the one in infancy, the other in adult-years ; for 
I cannot fee, how the circumcifion of our Lord in infan- 
cy, can be a ground tor Paptifin in infancy ,*tho’ I can 
eafily comprehend, how his being baptized in adult-years 
an examp!e ior Adult-Baptijm: Neither can per- 
ceive (if as Bp. Hall tays, circumeifion fignified the fame 
as Baptijm, or, as you tay, page 47/4, the command to 
baptize was virtually, yea alnoft exprefsly enjoined by 
the very inftirution of circumcifon [cannot perceive how 
ic was 10 necefJary, for thole who had been circumcifed in 
their infancy, to be daptized in order to an entrance into 
the vifible profeflion of Chriftianity, that ic could not 


be difpenfed with. Had they not bad what was /igui- 
fied by, and tantamount to Baptifm already ? Why then, 


Was it repeated ? Was not this, according to your’s and 


ar 
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the good Bifhop’s fentiments, a fpecies of Anabaptifn 
Or may we not, om thefe principles, argue, that citcum 
cifion having the fame fignification as Baptifm, and 
yet, thofe who were ¢ircumcifed in their infancy were bap. 
tized afterwards, upon their entrance on chriftianity,there- 
fore(now circumcifion is abolifhed,and fprinkling as you 
fay put in the room of it)tho’ a perfon is fprinkled in in- 
fancy, {till he ought, in adult-years if converted, to be 
baptized, as thefe Jews were both circumcifed and bap- 
tized ? At leaft, when Peter exhorted the converts Aff 
ll. 38. to repent and be baptized ; might not they have 
pleaded in anfwer, “ we have in effeé? been baptized 
“ already for we were circumc‘/ed ; and that was legal 
“ Baptifm, Baptifm is only evangelical circumcifion? — 
But in truth, they faw no fuch analogy between the one 
and the other, and their fancies were not fo fertile of 
expedients, to evade a divine commmand. 

Paze 46th. I do moft certainly argue, that the cireum- 
cifing of infants was commanded by a pofitive law; 
“ but that the baptizing them is no where expre/s/y (or 
“ smplicitly enjoined throughout the whole New-Tefta- 
** ment,” therefore we do not baptize them; and if 
we had no greater authority, for keeping the frf day 


“a of the week, as the Chriftian-Sabbath, 1 affure you 


that I would not keep it; but I apprehend, that the 
injunéion of the Apoftle Co/. ii. 16. is fufficient for the — 
abrogation of the feventh,and the practice of the difcipless 
Fobn xx. 19. 26. ABs xx. 7. and other places, is a fuf- 
ficient example of the regard paid to the firf day. It is a 
natural inference alfo, that Women being received into 
she church,and admitted to bapti/m,they were admitted to 
theLord’s /upper woo, unlefs it could be proved, that they 
G 


were 


( 50 ) 
were under any incapacity for receiving it,or any reafonis 
given, why they thou d receive the one and not the others 
and f you will produce me but one example, 'n any part 
of the bible, of the admffion ef infants to baptif/m, or any 
competent reafon againtt smcapacity,tcr duly and 
profitably receiving it, you will make me as ftrenvous 
an advocate tor the preét.ce as yourfelf.---- That the 


Sirfi Chriflians did not conficer circumefion, as having 


any re.auien to Rapti/m, we have teen, is evident, in 
that the converted Jc ws, who had all been circumcised, 
were yer obliged to fubn it to Buptifm, before 
could enter into the chriftian-church; to which I will 
here add another thought, that if they conlidered Bap- 
tifm, as having come in the room of circumcificn, and 
to be adminiftred to their children, infead ot 1, would 
any of the Jewifh-Converis have contended, fo warmly 
as they did, Affs xv. 5. 7. for retaining circumcifion, 
and extending it to the Gentile converts 2? Might not the 


Apoitles have replied, * you have no reafon to 


** complain ; if you have not the egal cireumeifion, you 
have the chrifion arcumcfon;'f youhave not the pain- 
“* ful operation of cutting the forefin, you have the 
more agreeable one of Sprinkding, ubfticuted in its 
“* place.” But we hear of no fuch reply.----They de- 
Clared circumcifien to be a yoke, which netther they nor 
their fathers were able to Lear, verte 10th. ard abolifhed it 
abjolutely, in the cafe of the Gentiles.---- Nor is the in- 
fiance of Paui’s circumcifing Timothy, A€is xvi. 3. at all 
favourable to your fide of the queftion.----Tho’ Timo- 
thy, it is reafonable to fuppcie, had been baptized de- 
fore; yet Fimothy was circumcifed, the reafon was, 
that he might be more acceptable to the Jewi/h cone 
verls ; 
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verts ; but if it had been a generally received maxim 
mong them, that Buptifm wasan ordinance, fubttituted 


in the room of circumcifion, why was Timothy, on their 
account c:rcumciled, tho” he had been haptized-betore ? 


Thete are fasts, Sir, not fancies; ttubborn wuths, that 


are not to be borne down, by your Weak ant indetermi- 
Nate conc!ufions.--But, let us proceed with your reafons, 

The firtt argument you bring, for the mght of in- 
fants to Bapuln, is page 482b, our Lora’s addrets, Luke 
fuffer little child-en to come unto me, and forbid 


them not; for of fuch is the kingdom of Ged. Yhuis you 
cal ** a vrtual command to baptize iotants.” But 


why was only a virtual command given, when, if our 
Lord had intended to command it, there was fo fair an 
Opportunity of putting it beyond all difpute, by order- 
them to be {prinkled? And if our Lord gives no intima- 
tion, that he had any fuch thing in view; why are we to 
go and indulge our imaginations, concerning, what we 
may fuppofe, le intended to intimate, and virtually to 
command? By fuch fubterfuges as thele, all the trum- 
pery of the church of Rome, might pretend toa vir- 
tual warrant from fcripture. And, if our Lord only 
virtually commanded Infant Baptifm in this inftance ; 


methinks it leads to fomewhat of an accufation of 


Chrift, for not, in a proper and explicit manner, declar- 
ing his meaning.---- All we read is, that our Lord 
took the children in bis arms, put bis bands on them and 
bleffed them, Mark x. 16. after his example, the Bap- 
sifts do the fame ; (for our difpute with you is not, 
whether children fhould be prefented to Chrift, or de- 
dicated to God ; but it refpeéts the manner bow they 
are to be dedicated) if our Lord had gone further, 
G2 we 


‘ 
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would; but as he has ftopped sbere, we don’t g0 be. 


yond his exampl!e.---- As for the expreffion, of fuch is 
the kingdom of God; whatever our Lord meant by it, 
’tis certain, that he did not mean, that they fhould be 
baptized , tor they were not baptiz-d.---- Your notion, 


however, feems curious; ** The Kingdom of God fig- 
“ nifies boch the New-Teftament difpenfation of grace, 


** and the celeftial difpenfation of glory.---- Agreed ; 
“whatthen? Infants are undeniably \ubj cts of the one, 
** and candidates for the other.”---- Now, whatever may 
be your view, of being candidates for the kingdom of glo- 
ry (which to fay no worfe, is a very vague way of talk- 
ing,’ will you dare to fay, that all infants are /ubjeffs of 
the ki: gdom of grace; that is, that all infants do par- 
dake of faving grace, and are going to glory ? How wiil 
you prove it? Yet. your words imply this, if they have 
any meaning ---- You tell us, that ** Chrift does not 
** fout them out of the gracious and glorious RI REALITY 

of both kingdoms. And thence you” infer, the 
richt ot infants to Baptifm ; which is, in effect, to fay, 
thac all infants are partukers of faving grace; a tenet, 
that is io rar from beiag undeniably érue, that it is un- 
deniably fale; We do not diipute, that thofe who die 
in infancy, are true and proper fubjeéts of the king- 
dom of gory; and that Gop will prepare them by graces 
for that v ory, but all chiidren do not die in infancy ; 
and of thoic who grow up into life, we know that but 
very few appear, to poffets faving grace. It remains 
therefore, that you determine, who will poffefs that 
orace, in Contradiitinétion to thofe who wil/ not, before 
you 1€quire' us to baptize infants, as the /udbjedts of the 
Kingacim of grace.----\f,in aniwer to this, you fhould fay, 

that 
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thav by the fubjeéts of the kingdom of grace, ** you 
“¢ mean only, that as they grow up, they will be under 
“ the outward call of the gofpel.” This is faying no 
more, than micht be faid of the moft ignorant beathens, 
and yet, ycu would not baptize /uch, merely on this ace 
count; why do you ébefe then? Indeed, as you go ony 
you feem to hint, as if Baptifm did give luch a right to 
grace and glory ; for you {peak of it as initiating into 
the one (that is, the kingdom of grace) and /eahng 
a@ covenant right (that is, ratefying a certain and indefea- 
Sible property) in the other, but this is all Gratis diciym 
for your Bible does not {peak a fyllable, about the cer- 
tain falvation of all who are baptized ; nor does com- 
mon experience fhew it to be a fact, chat all thofe, who 
are {prinkled in their infancy, do poffefs faving grace. om 
However, it muft be confeffed, that there is here a re- 
markable coincidence, between ycu and the fentiments. 
of your ** excellent church,” in the doctrine of Baptuim; 
for fhe calls it Regeneration, and {peaks of it, in a much 
higher fenfe than you are willing toallow, page 39¢b. 
as making a perfon ‘not merely a member of Chriit’s 
vifible church,) but a member of Chriff, and there- 
fore, a child of God, and an inheritor ot the kingdom of 
beaven; and you fay, “ it initiates into grace, and gives 
** a covenant right to glory. Ekeu! fequitur matrem et 
| Aviam paffibus aquis, And yet you are the man, Sir, 
that {peak of us as Jegalizing, page 133; putting Bapti/m 
in the place of Chrift ; making it effential to falvation, occ, 
Do learn to bea little more confiftent, before you fing 
with Dr. Watts.---- There is more poetry than argument 
in his lines ; but he did not mean the mon/enfe that you 
do. 


From 
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F rom heace you lead us, page 49th. tothe fale, 
weatkerbeaten, threadbare argument, trom the contufed 
notion, «f a lik-nefs between the Abrabamic-covenant, 
and the ord: to deduce thet.ce, 
fomething of a iwppoted to Bapatm, that some 
children, (nor af? may hav’, from the faith of their 
Parents.---- Oa this T would make an obtervation or 
two, Ocfore | co any further.---- As 3) thit whether 
there is or is mot truth in this argument, you have no- 
thing to do with it.---- You, as a muinifter of the 
church of England, do mot pretend to bapuze infants, 
in virtue of a right, dcr ved from the parenc’s faith ; 
but in confequence of a declaration of its faith, which 
the cbtid itjelf is fappofed to make by its Gedfathers , and 
avow, whch the Gea/athers take im its name, that it 


Shali renounce the Devil, and all bis works, &c.---- So 


littic, does your excellent ckurch kuow, otf the chila’s 
Bapuim having any connectiva, with the parenc’s faith, 

thai it ipeaks of the parent, asa perion.. Jrogether” 
Gifferent ---- Vhe xx x. Canon fays, that * No paren’ 
thali be to be prejent, nor de admitied 
$6 Stand Goafather tor his own Chic.” And you have 
coming, Ded ail to De aureeabie tu the word 
Or Gov; un.eis you have area! creed, and a convent- 
ent cieed on the fubjeét.---- There is not that vatt 
G ficrence between us and your church, in our tentiments 
on Baptifm, that you think of ; for your church infiits 

upon 


/ Apreeable to this, was the declaration of Archbijbep Leighton, 
in a letter to a friend ; ‘* that it is the Parent's faith gives the child 
rigdtto it, (i. e. Baptiim) is neither clear trom /cripture nor 
any found reajon.”’ See, whe letters, annexed to Leighica’s 
works, letter the fr/. 


ay 

@ 

by 
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upon a profefion of faith and obedience, being previ- 
oully xeceffary to Baptifm, as much as we do; with 
this d ference indeed, that we irfitt upon a perjonal 
protefion, the admits of one bv proxy; and with «qual 
fente, m ght fhe marry the child in infancy, w1tb- 

ous its confent, and by proxy ---- : | 
(2) Tho’ we hear much f¢a/k, ahout the parent’s 
faith, being nece {iary to the .clhuild’s Baptim > yet, 
when was 1 ever km wn, that the moft abandoned 
man living offered a child (yea offered, an illeg/timate 
chid) at the Font, and was refuled ? | mav alk too, 
whether, even among the pado-Laptiyt difJenters, the pa- 
reut’s faith is mate the pragical ground cf baptizing 
an intant; or aways irfiited on as neceflary tou? | 
firongly tuipect, that this is only a convement argu- 
ment in tpeculacion; it by no means influences the 
conduct; the child is always baptzed, let its pa- 
rents be ever fo deftitute of faving taih.---- Let 
us, however, attcnd to the proot you have offered, 
from /cripiure. cf this righé of the ctuldren to Bapuim, 
from the faith of the parents.---- You quote, as is 
ulualiy done, Gen. xvin 7. ** The Lord, (you fay) gave 
* toAbrahan,the following extenfive promile.” “ Iwill 
“eftablith my covenant, between me and. thee, and 
** thy /eed after thee, in their generations, for an ever- 
“ Jafting covenant, to be a God unto thee, and to thy 
feed alter thee.” And (as you ought to have added, 
the fame promife rurs, verie 842.) T will give unto 
thee, and to thy feed afrer toer, the land wherein thou 
arta Prancer;, ali tne land cf Canaan, tor an everlasiing 
“ poffefion, and I be sheir God.”--- The aurchenticity, 
Or proper extent of this promile, we. by no means 
deny ; but it would have been but fair, as you produ 


| 
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ced it,to have given it entirely, and nota part metely ¢ 
you fhould have told us the whole truth, and not 
with-held the 8b. verfe,; but I acknowledge, that 
that would not have been for the advantage, of 
your fide of the queftion,---- It would have diffolv- 
ed the charm, by which you have attempted, to fa/cf- 
mate the eves of your Readers. ™---- But mutilated 
and disjointed as your quotation from this paffage is, 
your illuftration is nothing better, than a mafs of con- 
fufion ; nor could | have made out, I confefs, what 
you meant to eftablifh in the following fix pages, if 
1 had not been aware, that, by the refule of the whele 
procefs, it was intendéd} fomebow or fome way, by Hook 

or by Crook, to bring in Infant Baptifm, as a divine 

command.---- If your reafoning has any meaning ia it, 

it is this.---- ** The Lore promifed to Abrabam, to be 
“a Gop to him, and to his feed 5 this promife contain- 
** ed in it, the very effence of the covenant of grace; the 
“fame in /ubjlance, in fignification, in extent, page 524. 

“the feed meant here, are the natural defcendants of 
Abrabam , coniequently, Abrabam, and all his po/- 
“ serity, were in the covenant of grace, that is, all 
“ the Children of Ifrael were, in virtue merely of this 
“ promile to Abraham, entitled to pardon and eternal 
“* fe; in token of the irrevocable confirmation of which 

** bleflings, 


— 


m This Author himfelf contends, «‘ that by thus taking a de- 
“tached portion, and either adding or diminifbing a word, {crip- 
** ture may be made to fpeak any thing, page 6725." And it he is 
fo angry, when the grievance exifted only, in his own heated ima- 
gination ; why does he wi//u/l) fall into the fame error ? But as the 
juitice faid to the man, ** she is alsereds” 


i> 
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Sleffings, Gon gave to Abraham, and to his feed, 
the teal of circumeifion, page 50th. a not rely 
“Sof temporal, but fpiritual and eternal good thins. 
page 3d.---- True chriftians, are in feriprure called, 
“the /piritual feed of Abrabam con{equently, all that 
was true in Abrabam’s cale, 1s true in their Cale as 


“they are, therefore, interefled in the covenant of 


** grace, their feed is allo; that is, their feed is, in vira 
** cue of the parents covenant-relation to Gop, {and 
“without any other confideration) entitled to a// the 


bieflings of falvation ; and in token of the irrevecas 


** dle grant of thefe bleffings to them, they are to be 
* baptized ; for you tell us, page 53d. that Bapsi/m is 
“* that under the go/pe/, which circumeifion was under 
the daw.” --- | appeal any difcerning perion, your 
words do not imply all this; and if what you fay, page 
1s not exactly fimilar; and would oblerve on 
it, (t) that itis a doctrine of very bad tendency, to 
quict mens contciences, and render them fecure im 
for, if they are to receive the bleffings of falvation, on 
the footing ot chet de/cent trom pertons, who are in 


covenant with Gop, they may be very eaty about the 
matter, and fin fecurely, without any apprehention of 


danver.---- Tis, in truth, the very abfurd teact, by 


which the ‘Yews encouraged themfelves in tia, the 


hope of falvation, becaule they were Abraham's feed 5. 


to oppofe which, Joba the Bapti Alatt sit. Ge 


Think not.to fay within yourfelves. we have Abraham ta 


eur father ; for I fay unto you, that Ged is able of these 
hones, to raife up chilaren to Abraham.---- l ablerve too 
(2) that even it it Were capable of proof, tiiat che 
infant-feed of believers,. were in the Ayo 
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fenje, in covenant with Gon; it does not therefore fol. 
low, that Baptifm ought to be adminiftred to them in 
infancy.---- A child may be heir to an eftate; it may 
be abtolutely his; but yer he cannot enter on it, till 
he is come to years, fo as to be capable of managing 
his affairs with difcretion.---- If you give infants Bap- 
tijm (or what you call fo) becaufe of their relation to 
Godly parents ; you may, tor the fame reafon, give 
them the Lord’s-/upper ; they have as great a right to 
the /atter as to the former; andit is clear from Exod. 
xi. 26. that the peflover was given to children, as well 
as circumcifion.---- \t you fay, that there is requifite, to 
the due and profitable receiving of the Lord’s fup- 
per, the exercife of certain graces, which fuppofe ma- 
surity of reafon and that, * tho’ infants may be ca- 
** pable of the internal habit, they are not capable of 
theexpre/s ad? of believing, pace then, I fay, 
that the fame is requifite allo, to the proper recepti- 
on of Baptifm; and this will thew ftill farther, the 
ereat diflimilarity that is between and Bap- 
éi/m; true religion was never made, an pen/able re- 
quilite to cirenmeifion. Nodoubt but goed people, tuch 
as Abraham, received it; and itis equally certain, 
that ung oaly people did, and that it was not made a 
Matter of previous enquiry to circumei/on, ** whether 
** the man pc flefled faving faith” dAbrabom was come. 
manded to circumci/e all the males of his tamily ; J&mael 
was grown up to the age of 13, and moreover was ma- 
nifeftly wicked; yet that was no obttacle to his cir- 
cumcifion ; and that perfon, of the family of /free/, that 
was circumciled, was to be cut off from Lis pecpley 


no wonder then, that, as it was adminiftred thus smdi/- 
criminately 


be 

if 


-eriminately, and to irreligious perfons, it was adminiftred 
to infants, notwithftanding their incapacity, and withe 
out the confideration, of their being, in tuture life, 
religtous or irreligious, but itis very different, in res 
gard to Baptifm, the declaration concerning which, 
runs thus, “If thou delieveff with all thy beart, thou 
maye(t.” 7s viii. 37. plainly implying its indifpene 
fable neceffity. 

This leads me to obferve (3) that the whole of your 
argument proceeds, ypon a miltaken notion, of the 
true nature of the Abrabamic-covenant.---- We readily 
agree, that God made a covenant with Abraham. 
We readily acknowledge, that, in this covenant, there 
is a plain reference to the covenant of grace, as in 
the words, 7 will be a God to thee ; and in thy feed, fhall 
all the nations of the earth be bleffed.---- We agree alfo, — 
that the Lord faid, * [will be a Gon to thee, and to 
** thy feed after thee 3” but here we are to confider dbra- 
bani in two capacities: (1) As the father of the faithful; 
and (2) as the father of a numerous progeny, that 
to be defcended from him. Thele two confide. 
rations will fhew, the covenant made with Abraham, 
to be of a mixed nature. In the former ot thete views, 
the covenant included all the people of Gop, in every 
age, who are called the children of faithful Abrabam, 
Gal. iii. 7. 9. and his feed, and beirs according to she proe 
mife, verfe 29th. Inthis view, the promile contained 
in it, doubtleis, all /piritual and eternal bleffings. But 
in the Jatter cafe, Abrabam’s (ced fignified his natural 
defcendants, in the line of J/aac and Yacob, many of 
whom, doubtrlefs, were his feed ina /piritual fenfe, but 


_ It would be the greateft abfurdity to fay, that they aff 
| H 2 were. 
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were. Abe aham’s hivitual feed (that is all rrue believ- 
evs, Whether Fews or Gentiles) were in the higheft fenfe 
covenant people, butit is not true, thatAbraham’s 
lecd, as juch, were interefted in the covenant of 


grace. The promile to them, according to this idea, 


had fmply a veicrence to their mberitance of the land of 
Canaan, and that Gov would be thetr immediate Civil. 
Governor, which is the moft proper interpretation of his 
being ther Gop, Get, Xvu. 5. a text, that you ought 
bonely ta have brought into the debate.----And tho’ 
we admit, that tais promile contained in it, that the 
true worthip of God was to be kept up, in the family 
of Abraham, and that Chritt, according to the was 
to come of his natural feed; yet dety you to prove 
thac avy, much more al the natural teed uf Adrabam, 
were, on account of their defcent from him, entitled to 
the poficfhon, at the ipecial bie flines of the covenant 
Of wrace.---- Theretore, tho’ 4; did receive the 
fis ot as a fear ot the righle. s ot bis 
saith, ithatis, a foken Of acce eptance of him, as 
a siytified perjou, and the of the fatth{ul whether 


OF Gr Rom. 1 lV. iis HOL (rue, that 
was civen to wibrah. natural def endants, as fuch 
a feal or token, It was given them, as a mark ‘in the 
Peih, to dittin them around 
them, and asa kindof tokeny that they fhould poffefs 


the net to Ged! nent, that they 
had to bielhags.---- Bat what has al this to 
do with Bar's, Will you (till fay, that the feed of 
Abrahain, was to in-covenant with Gon, as to have 
to fpiutual biciligs, and to circumcifion asa 
that nehe? Dhis would be ta argue, ghat all 
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who defcended from him were, and that the Jews, 
amidft all their prefent infidelity and wickednets, are 
in a {tate of falvation,---- Will you fay, that the feed 
of believers have a covencnt-richt to Apiritual bleflings, 
incommon with their parents ? char is, that God, who 
beftows erace on the parents, does thereby engage to 
beitow it upon the children ? This would be to argue, 
that every godly man’s child mutt be godly, and, of 
courfe, his child godly, and fo on to the end of ume, 
which is contrary to fadé Why then do you {peak 
Of fealine their right tothele bleflings ? But if circum- 
cilion was, to the natural feed of Abraham, as /uch, 
micrely of a démestie nature: (a: token of their certain 
inheritance of Caaaan, and profperity in it, as larg as 
they continued obedient) I afk again, “ what has all 
this to do with Baptim ?” Is there the fame reafon, 
for baptizing the intant-ieed of believers now, as there 
Was tor circumcifing the t#fant defcendants ot Abrabam ? 
Has the Lord made any tuch promife to the teed of 
believers now, as he did to the neiural feed ot Abrabam? 
Whence then does it follow, that, becaule the one 
were circumcifed, the other mult be baptized ? Or how 
does it render the /pirvitual privileges (tor them, T tup- 
pole you mean pages 63d. 65th.) of the children of 
chriftian parents, /e/s than the privileges of children 
under the /ew, that we do not baptize them? The 
Apoitie, you tell us page 54, calls Bapti/m, the chrif- 
tian circumcifion; and reter to Col. 1. 11. Where it 18 
clear, thac the Anoftle ts {peak ine of quite a difference 
matter ; he is Ipe aking of a circumcfion made without 
bands: Wiilyou fay that Bapsijia is pertormed wathouk 
bands ? is ipeaking of the operauons of the 
Spirit 


| 
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Spirit, in the hearts of believers, leading them to pat 
off the body. of the fins of the fiefh, as the outward 
rive of circumcifion was, by cutting off the forc/kin.--- 
Indeed, he ipeaks of believers, in the mext verfe, as 
buried with Chrift in Baptifm which Baptifm, dy im. 
méerfion, was avery proper emblem of a burial and re- 
furrection» but he does not call this circumcifion; he 
explains his meaning clear'y in verfe 134. that by cir- 
cuincifion, he meant the being quickened to a divine 
and fpiritual life, in oppofition to being in the fle/), or 
the itate of fin, which he denominates uncircumcifion ; 
and Beaptifm he reprefents, as being in confequence of 
this inward circumcifion, not the circumcifion it/e/f. 

But we have not yet done it feems.---Unfortunarte as 


you have been in your explanations hitherto, you itum- 
ble 


mn | mult take notice here, of a Note of the Virar’s to page 241h, 
of his very ‘witty and ragenious ** Reply to Parmenas’’; and | the 
rather doit, as the remark, fooliih as it is, is often mace by the 
advocates for {prinkling — The Apottie Paul faid, Rom. vi. 4. 
that we are buried with Chrift by Baprifm ; this leads a Laps: ve- 
ry naturaily to infer, that Bupti/m muft have the reprefentation of 
a éwial, and that this can only confilt with the smmerfson of the 
whele body.— Dr. Doddridge was too candid and ingenuous a cri- 
tic, to deny the inference to be juft; but other writers have la- 
' boured hard againft it, and told us, that ** if to be duried with Chriff 
‘in Bapti/m, fignifies to be dipped or immerfed in water; then, 
“to have the: eld man crucified with Chrift, (verle 6th. of the fame 
** chapter,) muft fignify to be Jung om aCrojs, as Chrift was.”— 
The futility of this fimfy and fophiftical criticifm, will eafily 
@ppear,if theReader confiders,that in verie 42h. theApoftle is fpeak- 
ing of an cufaward rite,viz.Bapti/m ; and, in verfe 6th. of an inward 
Operation of the mind, viz. the mortification of Sin.— Making this 
diitinction, there is to be perceived, as real an analogy between the 
inward mortincation of fin, in the foul of a believer, and the 
@eath by cruciiixion, towaich it is compared ; as there is between 
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93 
ble on; and, after much ado, we come to a paffage, 
which you pronounce decifive,-.-- Pity but you had 
brought it fooner then; and faved yourfelf and me 
much unneceffary labour, by terminating the difpute at 
atonce. The text is 4és ii. 39. “ The promife is to 
“* you, and to your children, and to all that are afar off, 
“Seven as many asthe Lord our Gop fhall call?----] 
agree, with you, that itis much to the point; and I 
think moft decifively -------- againft you.---- But, before 
1 go any further, | muft take notice of your illiberaland 
difingenuous treatment of a neighbouring Minitter; whofe 
Confeffion of faith, you pretend to quote. Your {neers 
at the /ySematic-creed (as you bomba/tly call it) will only 
difcover your own haughtinels, and fink you in the 


eyes of difcerning people ; for weat, as you would 


have 


Baptijm by immerfion, and a burial of which it is a refemblance.— 
Why did the Apoftle exprefs the inward mortification of fin, by 
the word cructfy, unlefs to hint at the Mowne/s and painfulne/s of the 
death of fin, as the death by crucifixion was, as) well as the infla- 
ence of the crofs of Chrif in it? And, why did he call the outward 
ordinance of Bapt:/ma burial, but to point out, the manner of ad 
miniftring it by smmerfion ? The refemblance, in the two accommodae 
tions is mokt {triétly exa#, and they corroborate each other.— ’ lis 


' eafy, therefore, to tee Dr. Watts’s meaning, in the words taken by 


Parmenas trom his Hymns, (without the Vicar’s {trained comment; ) 


and they, who know the catholicifm and moderation of the Dottor’s _ 


temper, will not wonder, that while he compofed a Hymn, for thofe 
who prattice infant-/prinkling, he compofed another for thofe, wha 
practice adult-immerfion; believing that to have been ufed, even 

hile he might not believe it to be ¢/enrial, to the regular admit. 
nitration of the ordinance. And, tho’ the Dr. might not, when 
he wrote the Hymas, be an advocate for Believer’s Baptifm ; I have 
fufticient authority for faying, that Dr. Warts in the Jatter part of his 


life, declared bimjelf againft Infant Bapti/myand wifoed it was abcliford. — 


f 
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have us fuppofe the reafoning to be, it is manifeftly 
too freng for you ; for you are obliged to mangle the 
work, and, by taking @ detached fentence without con- 
fidering the connection, to dijlort the fenfe, and make 
the Author fpeak, what he never intended, betore you 
can have even the appearance (tor it is no more) of an- 
{Wwering him.---- O Sir! Are thele the weapons of your 
warefare ? \s this all the ground tor your vaunting, 
and ungenteel exultation, page Goth, 2? In a cowardly 
manner, you, as it were knock, a man down, without his 
perceiving you, and then, you triumph over hima and 
cry out, “ O brave warrior! What a neobie refifiance be 
“* made !-------- To go on liowever ---- We will not di- 
fpuce with you, whether the promi/e in thefe words, 
means repentance ; or the Holy Ghoitt, which was juft 
{poken of beiore.---- The latter I think is moft proba- 
ble; but itis not material which, It is agreed, that 
tis apromife of that nature, that whotoever has an ine - 
terefi init, has aright to Baptifm. Now, the promife, 
*“« fays the Apollie, ts to vez, and to your children, and 
to al} that are afar off, even as many as the Lord our 


God foall call.’ (tis plain, from the firlt reading of 


thefe words, that they contain, four branches, the Jas? 
of which is explanatory of the three jirs?.---- One thing 
you mus? admit of ; that the fof claute of the verfe, is ex- 
planatory of the firs? that ts, that the promife (which 
is here faid to entitle to Leptifiny was made to the Fews 
and Profe/ytes then hearing Peter, even as many as the 
Lord called, and that of thofe adult perions there pre- 
fent, none, but fuch as were called, had any right to 


Baptifm. ---- I fay, you mu? acknowledge this ;- for you 
tell us yourllt, page 79th, ** that “thole who are 
brought 
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“brought up Fews, Infidels or Heathens, ovcht frit 
“to embrace chrifiianity, before they are admitted inia whe 
orible church, and that in all fuch iidiances, ada.t- 
vapti/m is high ly feriptural.”---- granted then, 
fhews that the words, even as many as tle Lord 
or God fhall call, are not, as you afiert page 63d. tO 
be reiricted to the Gentiles afar off; but muft, in all 
revon, be extended to the frjt claule, that is the Jews 
there prefent at leaft; and it to the firf, then equaily 
tothe /econd. If, of the Jews there pre! ent, thofe were 
to be baptized, (and thole only, whom the Lord frould 
then it equally follows, that omy fach of 
coridren, as /hould be ¢alied, were to be baptized ; t 
Conjunction conhe cting each fentence tog, ‘nel ry 
that the explanatory claule operates, with equal force 
upon them all ---- So that, the whole verfle, if proper'y 
Nuitrated, muft be paraphrated thus, Lhe promi/e 
“is to you, even as many asthe Lord our Goo thail 
“call, andto your" chivaren, even as many as the Lord 
our Gon /bal/ call; and to all that are afar off, even 
as many as the Lord our Gop fhall cai,” and if you 
fay. that this is amgrammatical; there Is mot an uopres 
tudiced perion (L was going to fay, not a Hoy: that 
knows his grammar, but will detpite your renerance of 
what you talk of, and laugh at your d/uflering.---- As 
to che expreffion If you had quoted the 
confe ion fairly, you would have oblervcd, that by 
tie Author's faying that it fignifies defendants im 
gexeral,” he did not mean to.draw che abiurd inference 
tat you draw, and would, with your wonted Lenes?y, 
fain obcrude upon us as dis ** therefore it 


infants, and can mean only adulis in particuar,” page 
| 6018. 
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Goth, ¢ What he intended to prove is plainly this; that, 
if the word fignifies de/cendants in general, then it wight 
aswell ignity Adult perfons as infants, and that, in this 
it could not intend infants, becaule it fpeaks cnly 


of 


o !n order to fhew the unfairnefe of the Vicar’s quotation, from 
the above confi of faith; 1am dered to infert the note, from 
whence he has pretended to take the it ison ii. 39- 
and runs thas, ** As the words are quoted (even as many as the 
** Lerd cur Ged Pall call are manitefly explanatory of each of the 
** foregoing clauies of thisywerle; they moft evidently determine 
** the only proper fubyects Of baptifm, to be the rea/ and profcijing 
Criciples of Chritt ; and the fenie of the whole verfe to be this : 
—lhe premife, which 1s here ‘poken of as enutling to Baptifm; 
1s to vou (that 1s, to Peter’s immediate hearers) even as many of 
you asthe Lord cur Ged fhall.call ; and this promije isto your chil- 
dren, thatas defcendants, even as many ot them as the Lord our 
8 Ged fall call; and this promije is alto, to ail that are afar off, 
in ages, and all navons where the gofpel fhatl be tent, eves 
many Of them. asthe Lord ow Geet fell cail’ —“* As tor the 


eterm TEX: which ts fuppoled here to lignily in- 


X13. 33. 1s anphed to penlons Paul favs, 
the unto ws TOC TEMPOS and 


cannot in the text | om confidenng, as it ipeaks 
*Sonly of w.4 of the defcendants of the Jews, the Lord 
hould cal! (that 1s, call by orace the refeniance Me nnoned in 
verfe 38/5) and who, therefore, mutt be ada/t to give evidences 
of foch So that this text feems to me. to be fo far from 
* on arcument for the Baptifm of infants, that it 1s avery plain 
atcument and upplies, that they have no more a 
“s right to RB, ptifm, than thev have to the Lord’s fupper, the pre- 
See a Confeffion of fait, 
delivered at the ordination of the Rev. J. Jenkins, pages 2016, 
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recuifites to both being the fame.” 
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of fuch of their defcendants, as fhould be ealled to the 
repentance \poken of, verie 38/4. and who theretore 
mutt be adult, to give evidences of fuch repentance. 
And now, whatis there in all this, to occafion your inio- 
Tent bravado in this page? Some ot the greateft critics in 
your church (fuch as Dr. Hammond, Dr. Whitby, &c.) 
have contefled, that Infant Bapti/m cannot be proved 
from his text.--- However, if you will {till infilt, chat 
even as many as the Lord our God /hall call, is to be ** ree 
** itricted ro the Gentiles afar off ;” let us paraphrafe 
it, agreeable to your idea, and fee what will be the con. 
fequence. According to this explanation, the mean- 
ing muit run thus, * This promule, entitling to Bapti/m, 
** refpects the Gentiles afar off, only as Many Oot sbem as 
* che Lord fhali ca//; but as to you Jews, and your 
** children, st entitles you to Baptiim, whether you are 
* called or mot; and that becau/eof your dejcent from Abra- 
hbam.,”’-------- Lhis is a deduction, trom your 
preaiics 3 and it both contradicts the Apottle Peter, 
who exhorted chele Jews to repentance, as previoufly 
ceffiry to Bapulins and it concradicts yourself, in ocher 
parts of your book, fay, ** tat Jews, &c. ughe 
frit to embrace chriftianity, beture they are adm, 
** co Baptutin,” page 

I fhall take no parucular nov ce, of your flourith 
pages 60/4. 61/2. which you cal. an tis, by 
no means, a cate parallel tO that which we are debating; 
and initead of afking, upon reading tt, ** Doth be not 
** (peak in paravies ? 1 was ready wo atk, be not 
“* (peak nonfenje’” ? You are not able to pioduce the 
Title- Deeds,ot any fuch Grant as you of.---But iince 
you are fu fund of iMujtrations, | will make you a pre- 
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fent of one, in my turn, which is equally familiar, 
ani more sru/y to the purpote.--- Suppofe then, a King 
was fo make fuch a Grant as) this. * A Grant of 405. 
‘Sper den. to the Rev. R. D. and to his chi/dren, and 
* to the reibot the Inhabitants of the Parith of St. Alk- 
ads, as Many as Or if you pleale, whoever thould 
Articles.’ | pray Sir, who would you 
catitied to tins gos. per dan. ? Would you think 
that, Orcaule you have fublermbed the 39g Articles, your 
wore, Amply on that account, atio to the 


405. Or tho’ your prediction for your chi‘aréen, might 
bead VOU le oive ihe Grant a conilructi ns would 
not the inhabuants of St rateraly reply, 
* Pool ut was given to our Vicar, in virtue of hs 
yet was nor given to hischildi virtue 
drs fudicription but erdained,to be a. contequence 
Ot their coon voluntary , they are obliged to /ub/cribe 
as well as we, ut they have any claim to the 4os. per 
tor the lain words ot the are, evan as 
many as fuojcribe the 39 Arucles.” And Sir, I 
hive douot, out a Yudge would direct a‘Zury, to give 
ints mufural conjiruciion ---- It is then, but (ie lame 
cate (in ditleient words,) as in A425 39. tor as the 
provule Was ony to fuch of the Jews, as the Lord jhould 
(all, Vos -onty co fuch of their children, as fhould be call- 
e/, andto ail afaricff, even as many as the Lord cur God 


laud cd, you teem almoft aware, that your covering 
isioo by the attempe to prove, that infants may 
be called, at setermaliy by the tpint of Gop, pace 
Vy, VOU the infiance o Jeon the 


WO prove GoD esatancity jrom she word. 
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69 ) 
----1 don’t know any body, that denies the poftbility of 
ic; orthe aival falvation of thoic, who die in infancy; 
bur itis your bufinefs to diltinewth, between thofe 
who are called and fanctifed trom the womb, and 
thofe who are not, before you urge us to baptize 
Infants, becaute poffible they may be called.---- This 
is highly incumbent oo you, unleis you would argue, 
that, becaute /ome intants may be fasiétied from the 
womb, and called in infancy, therefore we are bound 
to bapuze intants, whether called or not; tho” ine 
deed, we have already fhewa, tnat, it you could point 
Out the particuiur imjants chat are called by grace, and 
In covenant with Gop, yet not being, as you allow, 
capable of the exore/S ad? of believing, we have no more 
authority for baptizing them, than for giving them 
the other ordinance, of the Lera’s Supper.---- Upon 
this, however, vou declaim tor /éree pages; and Hout 
at the Confefon of fatto before-mentioned, tor faying, 
that ** the meaning of Bapuim cannot be fulfilled m 
any other than thele,”---thatis adu/t perions.---- Now, 
if that which was required as neceflary to circume 
cifion, is required In fcripture preva to Baptim, 
(I mean, a profefion of faith, «and the anfwer of a good 
conference Pet. iit. 21.) how can this be fu/thed m 
infants ? How in any other than adu/t perfons ?---- You 
may iwageer on Sir ;---- Cool-headed people, while 
they at your mpetuosiy, and afk, dol thou well 
to be angry ‘Jonab ? will be able to recollect, that there 
are many things, that fhew the /upertor adv autages, of 
the children otf chriffian parents, to th 
under the /ew, without daptizing them. | 
the clearer Kevelation of the Goipel; 


~ 
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fent of one, in my turn, which is equally familiar, 
ani more sru/y to the purpote.--- Suppofe then, a Kreg 
was (0 make fuch a Grant as this. * A Grant of 405. 
“per den. to the Rev. RX. D. and to his children, and 
* to the reit of the Inhabitants of the Parifh of St. Alk- 
poids, GS Many as or if. you please, whoever 'fhould 


[he 39 Articles.” 1 pray Sir, who would you 
enutied to this 40s. per Ann. ? Would you think 
that, Oecaule you have fublcribed the 3g Articles, your 
Chiiaren Wore, Amply on that account, aiio to the 
405.? Or tho’ your prediicétion for your children, might 
bead you to sive ihe Grant iuch a conilruction, wouid 
net the inhabuants of St Alkwords paturalty reply, 
* Poo" ut was given to our Vicar, in virtue of hs baving 
 suoicribed, yet was nor given to hischi/di enyin virtue 
or bys ; but ordained,to be a confequence 
their cwn voluntary they are obliged to /ub/eribe 
as well as we, it they have any claim to the 4os. per 
Aun. tar the plain words of the Grant are, even as 
many as foal fuojcribe the 39 Arucles.”” And Sir, I 
hive ov douot, out a Fudge would direct a ‘Fury, to give 
mataral conjtruction ---- It 1s then, but the fame 
cate (in, different words,) as in 1. 39. tor as the 
promise Was ony to fuch of the Jews, as the Lord should 
doy to of their children, as fhould be cail- 
é/ ,andto ail afer off, even as many as the Lora cur God 
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lad: cd, you teem almoft aware, that your covering 
Is thorn, by the attempt to prove, that infants moy 
be called, at leatt by the 1tpirit of Gop, pace 
6.6 Accordug vy, you produce the mitance o the 
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----I don’t know any body, that denies the pofibility of 
it; orthe adiual falvation of thoic, who die in infancy; 
bur itis your bufinefs to diftincuth, between thofe 
who are called and fanétifed from the womb, and 
thofe who are not, before you urge us to baptize 
infants, becaute ’sis poffible they may be called.---- This 
is highly incumbent on you, unleis you would argue, 
that, aute /ome intanmts may be fanétified from the 
womb, and called in infancy, therefore we are bound 
to bapuze intants, whether called or mot; tho’ ine 
decd, we have already fhewa, tnat, if you could point 
Out the particular infants that are called by grace, and 
in covenant with Gop; yet not being, as you allow, 
capable of the exore/s ad? of believing, we have no more 
authority for daptizing them, than for giving them 
the other ordinance, of the Lora’s Supper.---- Upon 
this, you declaim tor three pages; and flout 
at the Confefion of faith Betore-mentioned, tor faying, 
that che of Bapiuim cannot be fulfilled m 
any other than thefe,”---thatis @du/t perions.---- Now, 
if that which was mot required as neceflary to circume 
cifion, is required in icripture previous to Baputm, 
(I mean, a profeffion of faith, and the anfwer of @ good 
conference 1 Pet. i. 21.) how can this be fulfled m 
infants ? How in any other than adult perions ?---- You 
may iwageer on Sir;---- Cool-headed people, witie 
they imile at your impetuohiy, and afk, thou well 
to be angry ‘Jonab ? will be able to recollect, that there 
are many things, that-fhew the fuperior advantages, of 
the children of christian parents, to thoie of cluldren 
under the Jaw, without daptizing them.---- They have 


the clearer Kevelation of the Goipel; they may be 
dedicated 


‘2 
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dedicated toGod, sfter our Lord’s own pattern, Mark x. 16, 
they have the fuperiority, in regard to a reigious eduta- 
tion ; and all this may be, without admun:ftring an or- 
dinance tothem, which we have vo authority for, or 
making them carna!ly-jecure, by giving them an idea of 
themfeives, as better than other fianers, and as being in 
covenant with God, sealed and ratified, even tho’ they may 
diicover no evidences of faving grace. 

Bur, not contented with ridicuing and mutilating the 
confelfion of faith, you procced page 606th. to caiumni- 
ate and defame it.---- The Author delivers it as. his 
Opinion, thar fo many, as were baptized in the firft 
ages ot Chriftianity, profe/fed, in that ordinance, 
be dead to fin, This, in‘almoit the fame breath, 
you call an untar comment, and ‘an interpolation.---- \t 
is to urderitand ow, if it be a comment, it 
can be an cuterpelation anda charge of interpolating 
the facred text, com s with a verv grace trom yo, 
who hove been conv éted, both of ad iny to and ta- 
from it, and who, in your Ows coniment en tnis 
text, fot in the word Merit. which 1s weft in the text 
might have occured to you a fo, that the 
the tenet in the confelion, is not peculiarly 
Dr. on the words, ipeaks 
the temeeficct.----Bur how Go you mend this comment? 
The Apottle fays, of himfelf and the perfons 
he wrote to, thar they were dead to fin, verfe 2d. in to- 
ken of which, fo mawy of them as were baptized imo 
Jefus Christ, were baptized into bis death.---- Now let 
any impartial reatoner judge, whether this is beft appli- 
cable tu the cafe cf an infant, or that of perfons grown- 
up, making a profc/icu ?---Aie infants fprinkled vpon the 

{uppofition, 
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{uppofition, or is what you call Baptifm adminiftred 
to then, in token of their beirg dead to fin? We are 
told indeed, of their being sy nature dead in fin, Fp. 
ii. 1; unlefs you fuppofe the feed of belicvers fas up- 
on your principles I think you may) to be exempted 
from this death. _ How then is it an unfair comment, or 
an interpolation, to affert that they profeffed to be dead to 
fin ? \t is no morethan what the fame Apoftle peaks, 


Gal. i. 27. As many of you, as have been baptized | 
into Chrift, have put on Christ, which is furely {fpoken 


of as their own ai and profeffion,or mutt it not have run, 
that they had Chrift put on them ? Let us now confider 
your cominent.---- It ought to be very fair, as its Au- 
thor is fo very captious. ‘* As many as were baptized 
(into Chris?, that is) under the chriftian dif/pen- 
Lation, were baptized intro the merits of Cbriji’s 
** death.” [can put only two con{tructions on this pat- 
fage; either, applying If tO grown-up perions, that, up- 
on a credible profefion, they were baptized into the de- 
dief of the merits of Chrif’s death ; or, applying it to 
intants, that they were by Baptilm, made partakers of 
the merits of Chrilt’s death; and, as you ipeak fe of- 
ten of Baptifm, as initiating into the bleffings of grace, 
and fealing a right to glory, page 4846. 1 wiil not an- 
{wer, that this laft may not be your meaning ; at !eail, 
I think you will be driven to it, uniels you admit of 
the former interpretation, So litle ground is there 
for your flanderous inveétive; and {fo littie do you 
mend the matter, by your own moft precious comment. 
Thou fhalt not bear fal/e witne/s againit thy neigh- 


* bour.’’ 
W hatever 
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( 72 
Whatever graces *# your language may pretend to, 
there is one grace, that it feems to me rather deficient 
In, 


p Uhere is indeed,a very great of fine language throughs 
out the whole piece, and fome peculiarities not, a little diverting. 
we Plain and xwnleitered people are contented, to make ute of the 


word Daprijin, in tpeaking of this ordinance ; but the more /eearn. 
ed Vicar, calls i Baptixation, a word that ho wll net find, inal] 
Jobnyon's Dictionary; we read, in his Title Page alio, of the Right of 
Infant-Baptijm. | thought once, that furely he meant the Rites 
becauie ii he intended the word that he has printed, methinks it 
fhould have run thus; the ** Right of Infants ¢o Baptifm "= 
The Bible, with its ufual fmplcity, fays that our Lord fweat, as 


it were ercat drops of blood, but, in che learned Vicar’s diale&, it 


runs clots. We read here too, not only of the Cyprie 


for an Epiltie of Sr. Crprian of the Ol wverian “jure 
paticn, and the Marian Perjecution; .dDut even ot the bloody axe 
Spies © cen Lhary, page be jure, they were very hap. 
py au/pices, tor certain digots; and it feems to me, as if the Rev. 

Vicar would With for the returm of fuch ax/pices; as he {peaks fo 

pace 128. for what he ca ne, that we need not hefitate 

much. or be at any greatiois, about 4is meanig — We may pre- 

fume ther, teat, when theie much withed-for  au/pices arrives 

| we thal! fee a Do Of the impertinent MedIeiane- 

Of the tat amonci{l the Salopian 

| profefors, in order to fea! thence certain Sheep, and fhut them up 


Sin an dnalaprii encle ure ; and, we may expect, that the plump. 
of the will not excute the willarny of the action NOs 
notevenil the embarrass of Anabaptifi fhould be call- 
' *Sedin, to the aid of the aforefaid. ofender ; who, like a Fox 


£3arian as he is, has transformed the negative tranquility of the 

Vicar ot St. Alkimond’s, into keen anxitty; Anabaptifiic res 
an ** prifals are, it mutt be contefled, fo much calculateu to raife the 
pangs of rejentment, in fome Pari/b-Priefs, that not all the torce 


friprure-light for Beliewers Baptijm, nor any conciliato v falve 
whatever, would be thought a fuficient apology, tor fuch unce- 
**rous captures, as they to Sic Martinus Scribe 


Jerus.”” 


| 
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) 
in, T mean plainnefs and per/picuity.---- T mut conte, 
that [ was ata lois to underitand, what you could ine 
tend by a pudlic profeffion page 67%b. and perhap., { 
have not yet been able, to hit upon your meening.---- 
I thought once, that, by a public profeflion, you meant 
a per/ona! proteffion, and infiited, that a child miohe 
be as eligibly admitred to Baptiim, upon the parenrs 
giving it up to Gon, as if it had been capable of de. 
dicating itfelf; but as I go on, | find a kind ef dil- 
tinction that you make, between an explicit and virtual 
profeMion ; fo that, it Ll take you night, you do mean 
a perional profeflion; but the child, not having the 
capacity to declare it im per/on, has delegated that. 
er, to certain perfons called Godfathers &c. who are 
hereby empowered and authorized, to make Such de- 
Claration, in the nameof fuch infant; and this you 
call a virtual profeffion. Vo tupport which idea, 
find alfo page that the profeilion made the 
Ged ‘athers, when a child ts broucely to the 1s 
pofed by you to be of this kind «---The idea 1 have ob. 
ready expoled, page 5442. With equal good lente, might 
the intant be wirtually married, or virtnaly take the 
Gall of allestance to his Mayesiy : was come therefore 
to afk here, ** Where is the Letter of Attorney, giving 
*S and eranting fuch delegated power, trom infants 
to their pretended fponfors or furesies But find 
two paffazes cited page O$th. wh cho you MAY, 
with the heip of a little tancy, be at leatt accom phated 
to your wonder however, that dd not 
ftrike fo profound a eritic, and one to tenderly caue 
tious, of not adding tO, Or aimini/ding trom the Bible, 
that Yoel il. 15. has mot the ciltant relation, 
K enierng 
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( 74 ) 


entering into covenant; that it was nothing more, 
than acommand to affemble, in order to keep a foft 
and be humbled before Gon; and that the Lord com- 
manded the J/raelites, to bring their children, and thote 
that fucked the breafis, in order, that no one might 
plead the care of the children, as an excufe for beirg 
ableut from the folemnity ; acd in order, that the fight 
of their /i/tle ones, might make the parents more ear- 
nett with God, to avert the impending jucgments.---- 
But why did you not, while your hand was in, ende:- 
vour to make it out, that theie infants did virtually 
pray te Gop allio? Then you might have bad tome 
little foundation, tor your parade, at the bottom of this 
page.---- The other paflage allo, Deut xxix. 10. when 
properly underftood, makes as little for you.---- ** Ye 
** fland all of you here before the Lord this day, fad 
Mofes, all the men cf Iirael, your cnes, 
Perhaps you may thisk [am 
trifling, but iris not improper to remark, (1) on thele 
words, that, feppofing there had been any argument 
for Infanr-B 1p. taem, the cate is tOtaliy © 
from vour practice; for ere, the parents prefented the 


in your church, the parents are not to be 


Codfathers to their “own chiidren, or to Siitulate for 
them.---- But not to infift long on this particular,---- 
1 obferve (2) that, of whatever ‘nature the cove- 
nant here ipoken of was, or whocver the people con- 
fidered as entering into it, it was nct as a quali- 
fication for either in the infants or adult 
perions ; nor is there the moft diftant hint, of circum- 
cifion being the /eal ot this covenant.---- This covenant 
Was entred into, without the edminiflration of circum. 
ciflen ; 


we 
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(75) | 
cifion;and circumcifionwasadminiftred, without theen- 
trance into covenant, made previoufly neceflary.--- There 
is nothing therefore, that can be deduced from hence, 
againit the divine command, of aprofeflion of faith 
previous to Baptifm, as the two cafes are not parallel, 
Bur further, (3) let us examine this text more 
particularly.---- If, as you fay, the infants were here 
confidered, as joining in, and as “ parties, in the avowe 
* 4/ of the divine caufe,and in fome of the mot folearn 
covenant-ats, &c.” page 672). (by-which, fu»pote 
you mean, vircua'ly consenting to fuch acts;) then, tor 
the fame reafon, thofe that were not prefent veric 15th, 
were alfo confidered, as parties confenting tothem; yea, 
€ven the generation CO rile up after them, verfe 22d, 
were alfo parties in this covenant.---- So that I know 
not, whether, én the/e principies, a man might not enter 
into covenant, (and of courfe receive the fea’) for his 
children yet undorn, even as Levit paid tuthes in dbra- 
bam ; and whether, a -— prejent Might not enter 
into it, for a perfon abfent ; and I might now exclaim; 
as you do, page “ ven the perfons prefent, 
fhall not, upon this occafion, enzrofs the honour ; 
but the perfons ab/ent allo: Not ‘onli fuch as are 
“ Dorm, but fuch as are undern &c.”---- But how are 
we to underitand this texc ?---- li you had con'‘ulted 
Herman Witflus, on the covenants; he would have re- 
minded you, that acovenant iometimes figniics a pre- 
cept; and to cut or make a covenant, is to give a pre- 
“ cept: Fer. xxxiv. 13. 14 I made a covenant with your 
‘ fathers,---- faying, at the end of {even years, let ye 
goevery man his brother.---- Fence tt apptars, in 
“ what fenfe, the sen commandinents are called Goa’s Co- 

K 2 © 


“ ---- Iris obvious,at firft fight, that the co- 
venant of the ten commands, is identically the fame as 
thac in Deuteronomy, that it did not intend the go/pel 
covenant, but publication of the Jaw; that by the peo- 
it’s extering into covenant, Was meanf, that they were 
Pronouned ibe yuljecis of thele commands, and bound 
by them ; in the ovedience of which, the Lora by oath 
promiled them profperity, in the land of Canaan, to 
which they were going.---- According to this interpre- 
tation, if is eafy to fee, How this covenant was binding, 
On perfons gi/eat at this time, verie 15/>. and how, 
even the wiberu cnt as included tn it, 
by hing who caileth the things that are not, as it they 
[he direction therefore, Oring therr Jttie 
ones there, was, that the parents nught be told the im- 
portance, of inculcating thefe conimands- upon their 
ChidAvVEeR, as they vicw Up, and dountic {s, having the 
Chitaren alo pret at, it would trike the Jarents, 
otherwile 4 tiv y would con- 
fider tix le commands, as not confined to thenile!ves, 


Qi. OF COuUPric. obligation TO JOR Oil 
(cildven Could no more be looked Vil 
aS parii-s, actumlly or virtually coufenting to the terms 

Ol Chis -covenaiut, the traneers who were 
or the chiar ya: nor covid the parents promile 
more for the verz, than for the eadorn.----. 1 chink 


you'll 
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you'll find it difficult, to puta better interpretation 
upon thefe words.---- Let me afk then, how does it 
appear, that, becaule infants will be /ubjects of the di- 
vine commands, when they become capable of undere « 
dertlanding them, therefore they fhould be admuit- 
ted to Buptijm? Are not all mankind bound by the 
divine Jaw ? .But are all mankind therefore, 
proper perfons to be baptized ? According to this 
Ccétiine then, (f{uppofing Baptiim to be in any cafe de 
ferred to adult years)it might be with propriety given, 
and the Lora’s Supperallo, to perfons of ever to abandon. 
ed a character; for the moit wicked are bound by the 
Givine law, as much as the godly ; and we know, that 
was adminiitred to, and the paffover cxrle- 
brated vy, a// the feed of Lrael indiferiminately, and whe- 
ther they were Ovedignt or dilobedient..---- In fhort, 
cannot but pity you, trifling in this manner, and 
poling upon ihe common tenie of your Readers.---l 
cannot help imiling,at your calling the perfons prefent 
on thefeoccafions, ** thel.oru’s delieving people” page 69th. 
Pray, do you think, in your conicience, that af the 
perions fooken of, either in Deuteronomy, or in Joel, 
were’ Lomi fide velievers ? 

Your eight inferences, trom thele fa/fe premifes, are, 
to ule your own words page 70/4 a fet of ** unmean- 
“ing gotbdles,” that dilcover your entire ignorance, of 
what you pretend to write about, and the laft con- 
tains an infinuation, that would diigrace any pen but 
your’s,.--- You have, in the whole of the difpute, des 
icended fo /ow, that we fhould be dilfappomred, if we 
met witn any thing genteel] from you.---- Servelus you 
fay, is cur gliry; and yet page 37/2, “ that there is a 

contrast 


* contrast between the Baptifts mow, and the principles 
of thofe, that were former'y called Anabapti/ts ;” fo 
confiitent are you.---- However, in return, I can af- 
jure y u from good authority, that, in the eyes of many 
refpectadle people of veur own church, you make your 


your % what a pretty dilemma do 


you think to lug us , paves 70th. 71/f.---- Servetus 
allerted, that ali infants. lo dying were damned; and 
therefore, to be fure, we do---- Who told you fo? 
The chure h of Rome, your anceltor, believes 
the doctrine of tran/ubfantiation ; therefore you do ---- 
Is not this confequence as omy But it 18 curious to 
obferve the manner, in which this charge is expreff-d 3 
Our fenriments mutter Servetus’s opinion,” and yet, 
* fiertly mutter it” 3 that is, we mutter it, and don’t 
milter \t.---- S> you tell us, that ** you are far from 
fuppofing, that we ctimcide with Servetus,in his hore 
ridle doctrine reipecting infants, 7157.” and 


\yet Wwe miifer it; thay is, we wou'd it ear it out if 
awe div fi.e--- Inwuttable accuracy! ---- What Serveius’s 


re att): Was Oy Cri | pr eter nor » fay. 
J] fuppots it was as wild, as hi reafoning on 
Cts.---- We can eafily between the poffie 


oility of the Lora’s changing the heart of an infanr, 
ang faving is ioul, and its being, in infancy, capable of 
the expres aii cf Leaeving, in order to the profitable ree 


_ ception of as weil as you would yourielf, 


Urge Its 1700; as a jufheent reaton, for with-hold- 
Ine it trom the Loord’s iu: PpPer and there ts as 
much Servetus’s opinion, andthe rea- 
foning by which, you would exclude infants from 
the Sacramenial-vvead, as there is between him and us, 
for 
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for refufing them Bapti/mal-water; that is, no affinity 
at ull,--- [ leave you therefore, to digeft this matter as 
you can; and, if you cannot make out the above 
diitinction, either to give infants the Communion, or 
to give the right-hand of fellowhip to Servetus; for, 
as you fay, the “ dilemma is inevitable,” page 71/2. 

Thro’ much rubbith, { come now to page 72d.---- Ie 
is agreed then at laft, ** that there is no expre/s mention 
of Jnfant-Bapti/m in the Bible,” I add alfo,that there is 
nothing, that smpires that the fame was practifed.----Me« 
thinks if, inftcad of following Mr. Boffwick page 47th. 
fo implicit'y, you had read your Bible attentively, and 
particularly, Rom. vic 1 Cor. 1. 13. Col. ii, 12. you 
would hardly have faid, that the churches at Rome, 
Corinth and Coiofe are not expre/sly faidto have been 
baptized.---- If too, the command was to goand teach 
ali nations, baptizing them ; 1s there need of its being 
more expre/sly mentioned, concerning the ref, that they 
were baptized ? Bring us one fuch implicit inftance 
of Jnfunt-Bapii/m, and there is not a Bapti/-minifer, 
in the naticn, but will be as forward to baptize them, 
as you are to /prink/e them.---- Let us look now, at 
the mpiicit proof you pr luce, of infants being bape 
tized by the Apoftles.---- The initanees are, the box/- 
bolds of Lydia, the Failor and Stephanas 5 concern- 
ing which ! cbferve, (4) that itis highly “ reafonahe 
* ty juppoie, there were neither infants nor little clitl- 
‘6 dren, in all thefe houfholds,” becaule we are nog 
told, there were any.---- In Abrabam'’s family, we are 
told, there was T/mael, and he was neither an infant 
nor a /ittle child, when he was circuuncifed, for he was 


43 years of age.---- In the houfholds of Korad, Dathan 
and 


4 


and Abiram, we are told, there were infants; but why, 
becaulfe te are told, that in Korab, Dathan and 
Jbiram’s famihes there were intants, muft we conclude, 
that in Lydia, the FYarlor, and Stephanas’s families 
there were infants; tho’ coe are not told there were any? 
There is this difference between the two cafes (a /ma’? 
and inconfiderable Siumbling-block perhaps, to a genizs 
{0 gigantic as you ) that in the one cate, ce AR i: told, 
there were infants; in the other cafe, coe are NOT 
told, there were infants.---- But what difficulties, can. 
not fuch a Co/of/us in literature, as the Vicar of St. Alk- 
mondas {lride over ? ---------- loblerve allo, (2) that 
fhould it even be ( which éf 7s not ) admitted, that 
there were infants or little children in the houfholds 
ot 


r In 49s viii. 6 we are informed of the remarkable fuccefs of 
Philip’: nr aching in Samaria: that the people with one accord gave 
heed unto him, and verte 12/4. that px were baptized both mex 
women. Now, is clear that a creat part at leat, of this ay 
was baptized. is reafonable to conclu de alfo, that amonctt 
mory people, some mullhave had n Ifthe Vicar is io tirenu- 
Ovs maintaining, that in ever ld there. mult be children 
fore, in a preat part of a Cory. there matt be children.—ut tho’ 
the writer is fo particular here, as to take notice that the wemcn 
were baptized as well asthe men: there is not a /rgle cvord about 
the Bapuim of the chrddren.—!s it ri lonable then to conclude, 
that the c/ildren of thefe Samaritans were baptized? 
Would not the Hiltorian, in that ¢ afe , have mentioned shem alfo ? 
Why then does it follow, that in thole beu/ehelds, mentioned in 
{cripture to have been baptized, there mutt have been chile 
dren,ind that thofe children were bapiized? This is arguing withe 
ext evidence and again? evidence; for in another place, where 
children were really concerned, particular notice is taken of them, 
as in Aart. xiv. 21. ** and thev that had eaten, were about hve 
thouland men, beiides svomen and children,” 
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of the and Stephanas and tho’ it is Mid, 
that thefe houfholds were baptized; yet it wil! noe 
follow, that thele infants were baptized ; for (to thew 
what an accurate reader of the Bible yon ate} tho’ it 
is faid, that the boujes of Korab Sc, were fwallowed 
up; and you hint page 74th. that ai thele 
“were involved in the dreadful calamity of their res. 
bellious fathers ;” if you had confulred News. xxvi. 
11. you would have feen, that the fons of Kerah cied not, 
---- It proves to a demonftration, that may 
be imentioned, tho’? every individual therein is pot 
intended ; fo it is declared, 1 Sam. i. 21. thu FL 
kanab and all bis benfe, went up to eflcr the 
Lord, the yearly facrifice ; and yet, verte 20d ts 
faid, chat Hannah, and Samuel her chi'’d. went of up. 
But (3) we are not without more particular info: m- 
tion, concerning the houfholds ot 7. ydfa,the Yailor, and 
Stephanas ---- We are told, that Pau! tpoke the word of 
the Lord to the Jailor, and fo al! thet were in his beu/e, 

ds xvi. 72. and that he rejoiced, in Gon, 
with all bis beufe, 33d ---- Vhe omthold of 
are called brethren, and faid to be comferted, ib. verie 
40th, and of Stepbanas’s houtho!d ts tard, thar they 
addifed ( that is, totally devoted ) themie!ves to the 
minifiry of the faints, and that they were the hrfl-fruits 
of Achaia, 1 Cor. Xvi. 15.---- Were thete infants or little 
children Sir ? Or rather, were they noc delievers ?_And 
is it not clear from them, that ov/y thole, who were 
thought to be /uch, were baptized ? 
Ieisaftonifhing to reflect, what contradictory crea- 
‘tures mankind are, when fet upon maintaining, at all 
events, a favourite hypothefis. Fully convinced as 


you 


( 
you are, of the orthedoxy of your excellent Church ,” 
and enraged at all attempts, to “* arminianize your ve- 
““ neralie Alma Mater,” page 82d. when an Arminian 
preacher tells you, that Chris? is the faviour of all men, 
eave hinlelf a ranfom for afl, reconciled the world 
&e. in fupport of geveral redemption, writated, you 
reply, ‘* thefe txts are to be taken in a qualified and 


limited fenfe, and mean only forts ot men (that 


is, ‘Jews and Gentiles, and pertons of different nations) 
“the world of the eleéi, &c.”? Let us hear you now, 
explain the, text “ain thee thall all mations of the earth 
be blefled.” The. d/efing, you fay page 75th. is 
the ‘Jews and Gentiles and their refpeciive children 
for here, you donot even explain yourlcit, by faying 
“you mean, fuchof the Jews and Gentiles as may be 
called by grace; but “if they are not blefied 
they be curfed out of him ;” and (as 
Jatter is too herrid’ a thought to be entertained you 
t! Ink) theres: re that is ‘all the iscdividuals 
ot every nanon, arein the promije meade to Alrakam. 1 
leave you to reconcile this, it you can, wth the coce 
tine of your church, refpecting the extent of our 


redempton, and | proceed.---- ‘ Our Lord, 


you tellus page 74/b. inplatly commanded the bape 
cf infants, in his extenfive charge to the 
Apotiles, go ve therefore, and teach ail nattons, bap- 
 gizing them, Matt. xxvin. 19.” ---- Your rea- 
joring on this text, it mutt be acknowlecged 's curi- 
ous, and ovtot the commen way. It I do not miftake it, 
it runs thus; ** Our Lord commanded, to go and teach 
“all rotiers /eptizing them.---- But infants are a 
conlderable tart of thele nations.---- therctore, fants 

are 
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to be baptized, tho’ not taught.” SArgumentum pal. 
marium' Might you not have acded alto, upon thele 
principles, Fews, Turks, Infidels, and Heathens are a ve- 
ry conhiderable part of nations, apd therefore, they ought 
to be baptized tho’ mot ?/ Sure Lam, that fuch a 
deduction would not have more /e/f-evidently contra- 
dicted our Lord’s words, than yout 7 resended illuflration. 
---- And this will antwer the whole of your learned 
tigué on the word sabniive, page 77/h,----Tho’ you don’t 
deny that ic does fometimes fignity to seach, yet you 
-affert, that it fignifies allo to di/cip.e 5 thatus, you mean 
to baptize, without teaching, and this you fuppofe page 
7th. to be the precife idea of the words in our Lord’s 


commiflion.---- Now, tho’ [ by no means admit this to 


be the fignification of the word, I will fuppofe it for a 
moment, and apply itin this tenfe to Jews, Turks In- 


fidels and Heathens. According to this then our Lord | 


mutt have commanded his Apoities and Minilters, to 
take Jews, Turks, &e. and firtt di/ciple, {that is baptize 
them) and then teach them.---- ** O, no! You will an- 
iwer doubtlets, it does not mean, to baptize she/e 
fir(t and chen teach them; but only to baptize chil- 
“* dren firft, and then teach hem.” But here, Sir, you 
i, 2 are 


/ \n a way fomewhat fimilar to this curious argument, a per- 
fon might as ju/ly reafon, concerning the parallel place to this, 
Mark XVI. 16. ‘* Our Lord commanded, Co ye Out into all tre 
‘* World, and preach the gofpe! to every creature.” But Sheep 
and Oxen and Fi/bes are a part of the creation ; therefore the com- 
mand was, to preach the gofpe! to Shecp and Oxen, and, as the great 
St. Anthony did, to the Fifoes. Our mighty Logician Was not 
aware, that this argument, like moft of his others, proves motbrmg, 
becaufe it proves too much. | 


| 


84 ) 


are¢ making a diftin&tion, which our Lord’s commif- 


fion does not; the command is a general one ; ** go 
and feach all nations. baptizing them and it it means, 
to daplize chvdren tirtt and then teach them, it equally 
means to bapaze grown-up perfons (Jews, Turks, 


fils and Heathens) firtt, and then teach them ; or if 


the (rue interpretauion, when applied to grown-up per- 
fous, 1s fin? tu teach, and then, when taught, to bapuze 
them; means alfo, refpecting children, firft of all 
to mirc) tnem in the thoes of Gop, and then, when 
they appear to be lavingly thele things, to ad- 
them to One or other of theie dilemmas 
you muit fall and he muit be a man 
Oi tie xarning, and Le/s candour, that will deny the laf 
vo be the conjlant ujage of the word,throughoutthe New- 
‘Lettament. It would make any one /mle, to examine 
the text, from which you would provethat infants are 
in the word of Gop, page 77¢h, ---- Cer- 
tain cuirupters of the gafpei, had infitted on circum- 
Ciiion, as nec ffary to oe fubmutted to by the Gentile 
con whey were faved: The Apofties called thefe 
New cuuverts and laid, xv. 10. Why 
* comnpt ye Gop, to puta yoke Upon the neck of the 
Lheretore, fay you, the Apoilics not on- 
cubed thele mew converts dileipies, but their children 
alio, tho” tleir childrea, if they had any, are not 
once mentuiened, and tho’ circumealion was coms 


manded, 
xni. Every ieribe sn unto the kingdom of 
xxvii. Of Arimuathea, was become aijciple ; 
(iu Wa thes in anv other Way than by fer 


Sabine Ww hav pels and taught many. 
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manded, neither to he given to them nor their children, 
To be fure you have a fagactous bead piete, 
fer thar, becaufe an this corcume fion was a 
commandce, nes (9 be Dut upon chele di/ciples, or their 
infants, therctore it was pul upon the smfants,” vage 
and thereiore, thele infants are denominated 
Chritl’s difciples.-- not this {as D.. tays in ano- 
thercale )** perfec? Irth ?”--- or are you more forcunate, 
in your quotation trom Jujiin Afartyr; « for all he meant 
to intimate was, teat tome car ttrins had been, from 
their early years, imfiruced in the prineipies of the 
chriltian religion, ang appeared co {s religion 
this is clear, irom the expr. of their continuing 

uncorrupt, 


— 


u There a paffage out of this very of Puain Marvyr, 
Which) Gade proves, to be a fair and full accouns of the 


duis lime; and yet not to give the molt 
Giiiant hint Ba puim ol Mian ts being thez in ule. will 
YOu, lays Wy how «ee dedicated ourfeli s to Gop. 
dee cer, OL as as, are convinced and believe the things we 


© goa hare true, and engage to live accordingly, are taught to pray, 
and ick Goo by tating, pardon of their fins, we praying 
‘and faliiag together with them; they are then led by ustoa 
** plice where chere is water; and rey are regenerated, with the 
** fame kind of regeneration, with which we were regenerated.” 
As ihe poimiuve chriitians were acculed Of murdering their ine 
fants, and making an impious ufe of their blood ; anu they u rged 
their beliet of the resurrection, in reply to this vile calumny ; to, if 
dupant-beptiym nad beem practijed by them at this ume, would not 
have given this allo as another argumiciit defence 
** We have given our children to Gop, aad bapizxed them, in the 
oi Jame Manner, that we were Ourlclives baptized, and therefore it 
is moit unnotural to think, that we would them 
But no juch reply was made by nim; and 16 1s Clear therefore 
that he had not the idea. See Ga/s’s Reticctions on Hails; page 


A54, 
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uncorrupt, a phrafe that fuppofes them to have given 
evidences of rue religion, and to have confirmed thofe 
evidences, by their devaviour as they grew up. ic can’t 
be arvued hence, that they were baptized before pro. 
per initruction, unlets you would make it out, that 
thele clikiren ( being, as you fay, difeipled by Bapti/m, 
enfancy ) did by Bapti/m, ex opere operato, receive 
that grace, by which atierwards they continued uncor- 
upt, and unleis' you would make Juasim Martyr ( in 
line manner, as you have attempted the {cripture ) to 
contvadid? hinelt, and to talk | would peak. 
to you of the ienorance or difingenuity, of your tran- 
flating their childbood, when a very /mall ac- 
guainiance the greek tongue only, is {iufficient to 
intorm us, that it fignifies from their childhood, if I 
did not confider you, as quoting, dy she /ump trom Dr. 
Hall.---- Do not you, yourfelt, plead for the poffibili- 
ty of “* children being favingiy taught the principles 
of Chriftianity’ ? Do you not fpeak of “ Samuel, as 
“very early acquainted with the voice, truth, and 
“worlhip of Gop; of Jimothy, as knowing froma 
*“chid, the holy icriptures; of numbers, in tormer 
and fatter times, who have commenced amazing 
proficients inthe truths of the gofpel, even at the 
age of sen, twelve, and fourteen years ; and of fuch 
a chid, of eleven years of ave, that you knew in 
Scotiand, &c. pages 75th. Ex ore tuo then. 
Is it not mors reatonable to think, that Jin meant 
fuuch as thete ?---- As for your argument from thete in- 
ftances, in tavdur of tay bring us 
fuce chilaves and we'll bapuze thein, without any teru- 
pie on account of their tender years, and praife Gop 
for 
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for fuch early monuments of his grace;---- [t has heen. 
known amonglt us, that children of 8, 9, and 10 years 
old, have been baptized, on giving evidences of true re- 


ligion, and appearing tounderftand, in fome meafure, 
the nature of the ordinance; * for all that we mean 


by the worcs adult or Believer’s-Bapti/m is, that per- 
fons fhould be fo far grown up, as to underftand the 
meaning of Baptifm,; and that they’ fhould manifett 
a love to thethings of Gop; but it does not follow, that — 
becaufe a very few children have been called in early 
years, and, upon evidence given of fuch a call, have 
been judged proper fubjects of Baptifm, that therefore, 
all children fhould be baptized, upon the credit of 
thefe few; be baptized, whether called or not, and 


before 


x As the Vicar has mentioned an iniftance of one amiable child, 
J am happy in having an opportunity of adding another to the lift, 
Ie is of a child at C in O ; who, | am informed, 
at about eéght or mine years of age, was (to ufe the Vicar’s words 
page 75rh, fodeeplyimpreffed with the great truths of the go!pel; 
** difcovered fuch fweet and heavenly tempers in her whole Care 
«riage ; acquired fuch wifdom in the fcriptures ; fuch a deep 
© fenfe of the love of Chri’; and walkec fo unblamably even 
‘** before the aged. who narrowly watched her behaviour,” that 
good old Mr. C ,the minifter at that time, was {o per- 
fuaded, that this ‘* mirror of early picty, wes acquainted w th the 
‘ effence of re igion,” that upon her application to him, he éap- 
tized her —The good old man went down into the water, res 
ceived her in his arms, put her under the water in the name of © 
the Father, Son, and Hely Ghof, anc then returning her to her 
friends,added with a {mile ho /ays now that we are againfi ‘ant- 
ts Baptism ? Bring meas many as youcan fird of fuch tnfants as this, 
“ and 1 am ready to baptize them all.’’—Thoie who know the Bape 
tits, know alfo, that it is not uncommon to be baptized at 13, 
14, and 15 ycais of age. 


_ 
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~ before they can give evidences of any fuch call.-... 


The abdiurdity then, that von charge upon as, page 
is your own; you raife a m.ft about yourflf, 
ad becaule you cannot fee through it, you fuppofe 
cthrr people to be blind a'fo; certainly that Teacher 
of our’s, whom you affcé& to laugh at fo often, muft 
be grea ly hurt by the raillery of fo knowing a man, fo 
pitrcirg a genius; unlefs indeed’ he thinks you too con- 
temptible --e- You fhoot low to burtany one but your- 
icit ---- As to your fneer, about ‘“* giving in experien- 
** cesto the church :” Take care that, while you make 
frort for the prophane, you do not raife a fufpicion in 
the minds of ferious people, that you are a Sfranger to 
shat experience of the inward work of religion, which you 
thus hold up to ridicule ---- Had you lived in the 
times of the Apoftles, I fhou'd (from the {pecimen you 
pive, of your inclination that way) have expected you 
to have been very merry, on the account in Aés ville 
37 of the previous enquiry that Philip made, into the Eu- 
nuch’s experience of religion, when he faid, ** if thou 
believeit all thine beart, thou mayeit ;” and the 
affurance, thatthe Eunuch gave him in return, that 
he believed in Fefus Chrift as the fon of God.- -- No bet- 
ter could have been looked tor, trom Ce//us or Per- 
phyry, or the impious Fudan, but tis away cf talk- 
ing, that fits very z/¢ upon a Chriftian-D.vine , your beft 
apology for it 1s, Lingua praecurrit mentem. 

I fhould now have done, with what you call your 
fcripiural proof, and proceed to what you urge, from 
your great acquaintance with antiquity; but I muft uot 
omit, to take notice of akind ot challenge you give 
us, page 79/6, ** Where is there mention of the bap- 

tizing 
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“tizing anv Adults, who were defcended from chriftian 
“* parents, and bad the advantage of a gofpel education? 
I fupnofe you mean by this, pertons of parents, 
profeffing chriftianity at the time of fuch birth; edu- 
cated in the chriftian religion ; and baptized upon a 
profeffion, after fuch an education.---- But you ought 
to nave known, that the Affs of the Apofiles, whence 
fuch account could be expected, tho’ it contains an hif. 
tory of about 30 years, yet is merely an account, of 
the planting of churches in different places; and, as 
we have litle more than an account of the fir? rife cf 
thefe churches, it cannot be wondered, that we have no © 
account of the growing up of the children of the per- 
fons converted, of their education, converfion and 

epulm ; the time would not permit it.---- But your 
eandour and tenderne/s for the Baptifts would, I fuppotes 
drive them to make bricks without raw, that is, you 
generoufly demand of them, an account of the tranf 
actons ot certain churches, for fwe/ve or fourteen of 
more years, wen the facred hiltory gives us only an ace 
count, and that avery concife une, df each of thefe 


churches, for two, three or four years.---- To be fure, 
you aré a very fair and LAGENUOUS writer.---- 'C would be 


fufficient for us to fhew, that the general initructions 
relocating Baptifm are, He that delieveth and is 
sized thall be faved,” Mark xvi 16. and that Bap- 
tif is limited, “ toas many as the Lord our Ged hall 
call.” ie 39. and that, in conformty to thele 
‘inttructions, wherever we have in fcripture, an ace 
count of perfons being baptized, it is of thofe that 
profefed to believe om the Lord Fefus Chrift and that, 
even in thole inftances, where the boufebolds of betievers 
M are 


‘ 


are fad to have been baptized, (as Crifpus, the Futter, 
Lydia, and Stepbanas ) we have plain intimation given 
in each, of their faith, as a neceffary- qualification 
for Baptifm ; whereas, if your principles are true, that 
itis the purent’s faith, gives his offspring aright te 
Haptifn,; | cannot fee, why faith thould be more in- 
fitted on, in the grown-up offspring of believers, than in 
their infant-offspring ; have not the adult {eed of believ- 
ers, as great a Claith to Baptifm, without any faith of 
sheir cw, as the infant feed of believers> In what 


refpect, has their being adult, alienated their right to 


Baptil, ix virtue of ibeir parent’s faith? But it is very 
remarkable that, in all the New-Teftament hiftory, 
you cannot bring one inftance of the Baptiim of any, 
but fuch as profefled themfelves believers on the Lord 
Chrijt.---- However, 1 do not defpar of being 
able, in fome meature, to. anfwer your demand, and 
to produce an inftance that would be fatisfaétory e- 
nough to a rea/onabls enquirer, of perfons whom we 
may fairly pretume, to have been Dorn of chrisliaw pas 
renis, educated in the principles of chriftianity, and afters 
wards baptized.---The church at Rows, is feppofed to 
have bern plantedabour the year of our Lord, 43: 
The Epijile to the Romans, was writtem about the year 
58. There muft have been -tome Romans then, and 
fome, it is highly probable, of «this identical churchs- 
who were veiy’ young when. their parents were 
converted, or who were born efter {uch converfion 3 
there was a fpace for this, of at leaft 15 years; and 
yet none of this church rece ved Baptifm in infancy, for 
we have before’ proved page that the Apoftle 
Céap. vi. 2. 3+. wrote to-this churchs aS to perfons pre- 
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fefedly dead to fin, and baptized in token of fuch apre- 
‘feflion. «If | anderltand Dr. Doddridge’s note on this 
‘text, compared wiih Coll ii, 12. he means, againtt the 
Quakers, to Kablith the perpetuity of Baptiim, as he 
fuppofes it reafoiable p efune, that, not 
‘were the origina? members cf this church baptized, 
but fome of their defcendants allo ; yea and fuch who 
were not born, at the timeot their purenv’s converfion, 
---- [ think alfo, itwillequal'y prove, that none but 
their: profeffedly believing defcendants were baptuzed; 
and is a good anfwer to your formidable challenge ; fo 
I proceed to what you urge from antiquity, which, if © 
I have as much, | defire to have no more onmy fide 
than the /criptsre is, 
If all fcripture was written by the infpiration of 
Gop, and is profitable and fufficient, for doctrine, 
for reproof, for correétion and inftruction in righteouf- 
ne(s, that the man of Gop may be complete, and tho- 
rouzkly furnifbed unto all good works, 2 Tim. iit. 16. 173 
and if Infant-Baptifm is to be proved from {cripture, 
one would wonder, where is fo much need of the tef- 
timony ot the Fathers, to corroborate the practice ; and 
if, upon the ocher hand as we have feen, there is not 
any argument, or any example from /criptare in 
vour of it; fuppofe chat the Fathers, or the Mothers 
fpoke ever fo much for it, are we to believe sem, 
betore Chri? and his Apofiles ?---- It would not be 
the only foolith thing, that thofe good eld Gentiewo. 
‘men, you call the Fathers, fell into, both of a doétrinak 
and practical nature The Apoftle Pauw told ws, 2 
‘Theff ii. 7. that the myffery of intquty, wiich afterwards 
grew to fuch enormity, in your Grandwonber the church 
of Rome, had begun to work in his day 5 J9/“eim 1- 
Me forms 
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forms us, that very early, the church introduced many 
of the Yewifh, and even Heathenifh rites into their 
worthip, in order to accomnyodate the worfhip the bet- 
ter co Fews ard Heathens, ( Cent. ii Part. i. Chap. iv. 
2d) and isitany wonder, it, with other ab- 
furdiuies, they introduced lifant-Bapti/m, and to pleale 
the called a the chrijiian-circumcifion Etpe- 
cally, as chey dweit fo much, upon the aceeifity of 
Bip iim to faivauon? You yourlelf atiow, that they 
Called ithe forgiveness of fois, and Regeneration , and 
you will alio allow, that they were erroneous fo tar; 
and that by being pardoned and bern again, our Lord 
Meant fomething greater, than merely the outward 
diijpeniation of Bapuim can effect; and, if the Fa- 
thers were millaken here, why might they not alio be 


in admnitring Bapulm to Intants 


But you'll fay peshaps, that. tho’ they erred in 
the principle, upon which they maintained the piac- 
“rice, yet they fland as evidences, that Intant-Bapadin, 
“was priciied trom the times of Chr.ft and his 
And, to, if youll believe them, they 
pretended to have received a command trom Christ, 
to vive the Lora’s Supper to latants (which by the way, 
yOu are not Willy to any notice Ot, as it would 
tend to invalidate the teltimony of the fasbers. 
Ou: Lord had ta ENCE DE ye cal the ticfh of the 
of man. and his blood, ye bave no hfe in 
you,” vi. 53. The wije Fathers took this, as 
Meant of the Lora’s fupper; and Adcibim tells us 
that, is proBable, they wowe the Loru’s Supper to 
dnfanis as cat the fecona C (Cent. Part. 
Cz wp. AV, 43.) UL that the of 
she 
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“ the Lord’s Supper for infants, was taucht by the con. 
“tentot the moft eminent tathers of fome ages, with. 
out any oppoition, from any of the r contemporaries 5 
“and was detivered by tnem not as doors, but as 
not as their own opinion, but as apoftolic 
** tradition.” (Chillingworth, 17. Fadit. page 152.) 
Boe tac cruth is, that Chrift and his Apoitles {poke not 
a word about this, or about admuiniltring Bapti/m to 
Infontg No more, than they tpoke about Godfathers 
Godmotiers anointing the bapuzed with Chrism, 
giving them and honey, &c. all which were piead- 
tor, as dradisions apoftoic. Yowhich | mutt add, 
that Dr. Moherm docs not tcruple to confets, that ma- 
ny of toe ancient chriftians were even guilty of pious 
fiauds, order to ettab.tth what \they imagined to be 
roht; edit fo, vas accounted for, how, wien 
Tnfant-Bapti/m was brought in, the Fathers might en- 
Geevour to pals if upon ignorant people, for a com- 
maiod of Chri, as wei! as they did infant-communton. 
Sol ttic de pendance can we have, upon the teiti- 
monv of the fathers ! 

lc is very remarkable alfo, that you tell us, page 20¢b. 
that to ** attribute the idea, of dipping to the word 
baptize, is to mifnierpret the oracics of Gop &e. 
and yet, the /athers did it by univerial confent; they 
even dipped women with child, (fee Wall Ann. 214.) 
and, ac: ording to your own conteffion, page 317. did 
not /prinkie, except in Cales ot unavoidable neceffity bute 
notwithilanding this amanimous ceitimony of the fathers 
tor immerfion, we find you ridiculing immerfion ; and fo 
far are you trom praétifing iprinkiing, only in cafes of 


exiremity, that you practic it altogether, and plead for 
it, 
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ft, as the favourite mode of feripture.--.- Now, éi- 
ther you are wrong, or the Fathers were -wrong. if 
the teftimony of the Faibers 1s to plead for the Bap- 
tilm of Jnfants, let it plead tor immerfion alfo, If they 
were Wrong in One, may they not have been wrong in 


the other? Why do you bring up a prece of their tefti- 


mony, jutt to ferve your own tur, and not honeftly ad- 
duce the whole ? 

Further, it is obfervable alfo, that the ear/rer Fathers 
you do not quote, as finding nothing in them, I fup- 
pole, to your purpofe.-- We Mave fon too already, page 
$5//. how glaringly you have failed in qucting Zuflin 
Mariyr ; the firtt therefore, that you produce, 1s you 
preiend trom Jrenaus, about 180 years after Chrif, 
a paflage, than which you think, you can.find none 
more authentic, af.cr all your deep refearches into an- 
It dhop d feem then from this, that tafant- 
Bapuilin ts no better countenanced by the earkef wri- 
ters of antiquity, thao it is by feripture; for this pat. 
Jaze, whch you give us under the fanct on of frenaus, 
mil uriouS, aS many good «rilics, 
even atong the have and allowed. 
you bad icad the whole pafface, and not given 
Us a detached unconnected prece of it, out ef Wall, 
you might have ieco that the writer aflerts, that our 
Lord went thro’ every from infancy to elderfbip, 
fanctitying each pesiod, and concludes, that he had hs 
Sijtieth year betore he cied.---- Lf Jrenacus was the au- 
thor of this palluge, he muit have been very ignorant 
ot what concerned Chrift, and his teftimony is good for 
acthing ; butitis unreafonable to think that the venera- 
ble Father was 10 ignorant.--»- Itis to heobferved, that 

Irencus 
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Ireneus wrote in greek; and thar, except a few fragmentsy 
we have nothing of the original remaining, - The work 
that comes to.us in his name, is profeffedly a tranflati- 
on of him; and a tranflation, which> from the few 
Greék fragments remaining, difcovers the Tranflator to 
have taken, moft fhameful liberties with the original, 
Scaliger fays, that the TranfMator of Jremeus was att 
A/t, aad even more ihiterate than Rufinus the Tranfla. 
tor of Origen, and the whole paffige confilered, I 
think it is moft clear, that Jren.eus had not juftice done 
him, but has been mutilated, altered and interpos 
dated, by his pretended Tranflator ; and he muft be 
a very credulous man, who makes any account of faclt 
a paffase, as ateftiinony from Jrenzus in favour of 
fant-Baptifm not to fay, that, if Jreneus did himfelf 
write the words you quote, he mufthave afferted that 
all are faved who are baptized, which would plainly 
give this teltimony againft hin, that he did not under. 
{tand what he wrote about; unleis you fuppofe, that 
by Regeneration, he meant the inward change to called ; 
and the words will naturally bear this fenie; for he 
{peaks of fuch as were regenerated dy Christ (qui 
per eum renafcuntur; ) but our Lord perfonally bap- 
tized none, iv Why therefore, if Jrencus 
really penned thofe words, migtit he not mean, the be- 
ing born of the fririt of Chrift, which is fo inditpenta- 
bh to eternal falvation ?---- Dr. Wa) indeed, and you 
his copyi/t, fay that Ireneus, in other places, calls Baps 
tifm Regeneration’; butit has teen abundantly fhewn 
by Dr. Gale, that the place’ you refer to page 83d, 19 
directly againft you ; and the very next word , follows 


ing what you quote, prove that this faséer fpoke 
| there 
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there of the Regeneration, of the /pirit accuftoming 
himiclf “ requiefcere in hominibus, et hah-tare in 
plafmate Dei, voluntatem Patris operans in ipfs, et 
yenovans eos a vetusiate in novitatem Chrifi.” To 
“ reft in men,and to dwell in the creature ot Gop; 
“ working in them the will of the Father, anc of old, 
“* renewing them in Chrift” fee Gale poge 495. 

Thus far you have failed, in) your dbeafted proof of 


Infant-Baptifm trom Ant quity ---- You have proved 


nothing more, than that it Is a weak caul- indeed, tat 
muft be obliged to fuch wafair, fuch partial, fuch df- 
cient and difhoneft quotations for its fupport; aud equal- 
ly frivolous and indeterminate, is your reafening from 
Tertullion, whom with Dr. Wall, you defame, as he 
oppoicd /nfant-Bapti/m.---- Tertullian wrote about the 
beginning of the th.rd century ; about which time we 
readily a'low, that I. fant-Baptifm degan to come in3 
but *©Tertullian’s oppefition to Infant-Baptifm, you 
** fay, is an implicit proof, that it had been the general 
** wlage of the church,from which he departed ;” and in 
order to prove that he departed trom it, you profefs to 
quote St. Fierom.---- | will not be an advocate for Ter- 
tullian’s «xtvavagances on the one hand, nor lay any 
mighty ftrefs on St. Hierom on the other; but I will 


venture to affert, that your inference from hence fupe 


pofing St. Hierom’s words true ) is a very falfe one.--- 
I will put a parallel cafe.---- Suppofe then, a man, nvt 
of your church, but a diffenter, this man we'll fuppofe 
alfo, hears of a certain tet cf odd notions called Beb- 
meni/m, from the inventor Facob Behmen, and he writes 
againft them, and fhews their great abfurdi:y ; but 
in procefs of time fuppofe, that this Bebmeni/m gets 
ground 
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pround in your church, overfpreads it, and that fome 
writers fhould endeavour to Maintain, that it was a/. 
ways the uniform fentiment of the church : In anfwer 
co fuch an untrue affertion, it mighe be faid, ** that it 
“could not always have been the uniform fentimenr; 
“* for that fuch a writer, in fuch a year, did write againtt 
* 1f.Psaene “ True, it would be replied, be did write 
- againtt ft; but then he was not of the church ; he 
“* was a differter, and his very oppofition fhews, that it 
“* was the uniform fentiment of the Church.”---W hat would 
you think of this reafoning ? You would fay, that * it 
“¢ was very unfair; and that the oppofition could onty 
** prove, that /ome believed the doctrine of Rebmen ;” 
and yet, it is exactly your own about Vertulizen; and, 
like there? of your * implicit” deductions, very litle 
to che purpole.---- The utmott therefore, that the op- 
pofition of Tertullian proves is, that /ome bapuzed 
Intants about the tame that he wrote ; and he‘oppoted 
it from a convidtion of its impropriety, ag the 
child had nota capacity, for the rizht reception of it; 
nor dues his notion, about the delay of Baptifm un- 
til marriage, \effzn the truth cf his remark about /#- 
fants; uniels you infill, that, becaute a man is whim- 
fical in one point, therefore he caa be right in none ; 
the juitice of the remark, mutt (till ftand or tail 
by its awn evidence. Butif you had contulted Ke- 
clefiaftical-Hiltory, you migNtbave known, that Ter/ul- 
lian was not fingular in the notion of deferring 
Baptifm ; for it was common, and arofe from a mil- 
taken apprehenfion, that if they fell after Baptifm in- 
to certain fins, they were altogetiier unpardonable ; an 


appreheafion which, miftaken as it was, yet ftrongly 
N militates 
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militates againft your idea, of Infant-Baptifm being 
the general ufage of the ancient church.---- 

[ have already mentioned Ruffinus, the Trarflator of 
Origen, from whofe tranflation, and not the Greek ori- 
ginal of Origen, thofe paffiges are taken, that are 
faid to favour Infant-Bapti/m.---- very remarka- 
ble, that, in a Greek fragment of Origen that we have 
extant, where he mentions /ittle ones, he plainly means, 
as Dr. Wall confefies, perfons who in the temper of 
their minds, refemble children, as our Lord himtelf 
did, Matt. xviii. 4. 10. He tpeaks of them accord- 
ingly, as “ déefring the fincere milk of the word xnd as 
no longer in fubjection to any evil power. ” ws 
“© mat adorov yara emimobeor mar 
tivi ( Comment in Matt. Tom, 
13. page 331 Edit. Huet.) tho’ it would not be wonder- 
ful, as ycu tell us that he had fome peculiar fentiments, 
if Jnfant-Baptijm was one of them; efrecially as he 
muft have believed. Baptifm in that cafe to be neceffary 
forthe forgivene/s of fins, which thefe Infants had 
committed in a pre-exisient flate.---- Origen lived about 
230 vears after Chrift; and we all agree, that Infant-_ 
Baptifm began to creep in, in this century ; but bis 
belief of it, would no more prove it to be the general 
ufage of the church at that time, than it would prove 
his notion of the pre-exiffence of fouls to be fo; nei- 
ther do the words of Hierem (if ftri@tly fpeaking they 
do at all prove Origenx’s attachment to IJnfant-Bapti/m, 
a fact that, I confefs, I rather doubt of, yet ) prove 
more, than that it was 47s opinion; and what fenfible man 
would argue any practice, from the authority of fuch a 
dotard ?---- 1 am well aware indeed, that his Trane 
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flator Rufinus reprefents him, as faying that Infant- ‘a 
Baptifm was a ¢radition, which the church had received | 
from the Apoftles, and were it fo, there would be no- 
thing more furprizing, in his entertaining ¢bis notions 
than in the opinion he held, de its gui _feipfos calrarunt 
propter regnum celorum, and his practice in conlequence 
thereof.---- Buc who was this Rufinus, whofe tranflati- 
on of Origen reprelents him, as favouring IJnfant-Bap- 
tt/m? He lived in the latter end of the fourth ceatury, 
and more than 100 years after Origen.----We do not 
difpute, that Infant-Baptifm generally prevailed at shat 
“time, or chat the Writers of that age, would make ufe 
of any artifice and any fraud, to pais it off for a divine 
ordinance, and it is Well knownto the /earned, ( tho’ you 
may not know it) that this fame Rufinus (as Mr. 
Daille obferves) * has fo filthi'y mangled, and fo licen- 
** sioufly confounded the writings of Origen, which he 
“< has tranflated into Latin, that you will hardly find a 
“© page, where he has not retrenched or added or altered 
** jomething. ” Dasle de ufu Patrum, lib, 1. chap. 4. 
agreeable to which, Mr. Du Pin tays, “ that it is a 
‘* difficult matter to difcern, what is Origen’s own, from 
“* what has been foisted in by bis Interpreter.” Hift. Eccles. 
Vol. iff. page 117. Grotius teils us that ** a great deal 
“© of what is afcribed to Origen, is an unknown Author's, 
and a great deal is interpolated.” On Mais. xix. 14.---- 
Huetius {peaks of his remains, as deformed by abominable 
tranflations, Perverfis interpretationibus deformatz 
Crigenian. lib. 3. cap. 2. tect. 3. 1.---- Nay Ruffinus 
hiumicit does.noc deny the charge; buc confefles, that 
he has added and fupplied, wherever he thought 
Origen deficient.---- ,This is the very work tod, 


in which mention is made of Infant-Baptilm, as a 
N 2 bradition 
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tradition from the Apoftles, (1 mean the comment 
on the Epijle to the Romans) and the reafon which 
ke gives fur his additions ts, ** that there was (he 
“knew not how ) fome of the Body of the Book want- 
** ing in all Libraries; Defunt fere,apud omnium Biblio- 
*thecas incertum fané quo cafu) aliquanta, ex ip- 
corpore, volumina.”-------- [ leave’ you, therefore, 
to enjoy unmoletted, all the gratification arifing from 
fo authentic a teltinvoay ot Origen, for the Baptifm 
of Infants ; and will only obferve to you, that the 


_, word tredition, in the writings of the J’atbers, did not 


mean fimpiy an order, as you would infinuaie, page 
Sor¢h. but an unwritten order, command, or custom, hand- 
ed Gown to puiterity, by word of moutb.---- \is being 
Called a tradition trom the Apoitles, plainty implied 
alio, that they were aware, that they cou'd produce 
No writies or fcriptural authority for the practice; 
end need not add, that thele anwritten traditions were 
the fertile fource, of all the abominations, ot the church 
of. Rene, 

With this remark, I am naturally lead to Sc. 
Cypri We acknowledge, that Intant-Bapuim 
is fpoken of in his writings, neither do we difpute the 


i 


autheniicivy of the “ Crprianc Eptsile,” or the decree 
ot the Comiil of Carthage atthe Lane tine, that,we 
both of very little confequence in this 
as neither the decree of the Council of Carthage, nor 
its Prelocuter do prove to have 
been of primitive aniiquity, as near 300 years had 
elapied from our time, before this Council 
exited 5 a$ you Cannot thew, that tne practice Was 
known bee firs] 200 years and as we do not deny, 
that 
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that it crept in, in the third Century. “ Inthe thirdand 


fourth century it degan to be practited, though not 


“* generally.”---- As itis from JAfrica too, that we have 
the hril expre/s and authentic account of it, it is natu- 
ral to tater, that ic originated there; and we have 
realon tor the conctufion, that even’ at the 
of Carthage, \ntant-Baptilm was but of very 
jeie date, but jut crept in, from this very quettion of 
Lidus, Whether or not an infant. fhould be baptized 
before the exghth day?” For ic is very ttrange, if Infant- 
Bu iim had been the confiant and general ulage of the 
church, for more than 250 years, and they called it 
the chrijiidn-circumeifion, that this queltion of Fidus 
was never itaited before ; and chat the fenfe of the 
Churca, concerning the proper time of adminiftration, 
was not befure this known and eftublifhed.---- It is rea- 
fouuble therefore to conclude, that it was at this time 
a new /uljef, (he particulars of which, were not as yet 
acijulted, and concerning which theretore, Fidus want- 
ed further inftructions ; and why Cyprian, and his Re- 
verena Co.legues were tor it, may be eafily learned from 
Cyprian’s own expreflions ; they /egalized, and thought 
jt a qualification abjoiutely necejjury to Jalvation , there- 
fore they called it the grace, as you tell us; and ( you 
hhould have told us alo, that) theretore they gave infants 
the Lord’s Supper, as they fuppofed Bapti/m, to wah 
away original fin, fo they {uppofed the Lord's Supper, to 
be neceflury to their having divine life in them, and if 
thefe comparatively recent authorities had ( which I ins 
fit shey have not) any weight, to determine for the 
Bapti/m of infants, they will equally determine for 


giving infants the Communion, and it is worthy of ob- 
fervation, 


© 
( 102 ) 
fervation, that the very fame arguments, and autho- 
« Aities from antiquity that you make ufe of, for the 
Baptifm of intants, Mr. Pierce, Dr. Priestly and others 
urge for giving them the Lord’s Supper.---- I mutt 
not forget to oblerve here, that Cyprian, according 
to your note page 89th, {peaking of Baptifm as /upe- 
rior to circumcifion, in that circumcifion was according 
bo the ficlh, whereas Baprifm has a /piritual meaning ; 
it feems to be a good argument from hence, that Cy- 
prian had no idea of circumcifion, as being the /ea/ 
of a covenant 3 and that this, therefore, is a more mo- 
dern notion. The Fathers did not baptize infants in 
virtue Of any right that they had to it, from she faith 
of their parents, but froma notion of itbeing nece/- 
Jary to the childs faivation, and in conlequence of an 
affurance, that its /ponfors gave, of the child’s aétually 
believing 5 fo Dr. Wall quotes St. Augustin as faying, 
of the infant to be bapuzed, ** The Interrogation is 
“put, Does he believe in Fefus Chriff? Auitwer 1s 
* made, He does.”----A fenfioie Reader wiil perceive, © 
how week thele Fathers mult have been, to fuppore 
that any pertons could an/wer fora child, that be aid 
believe; yet it fhews, that they thought a profeffion ot 
faith, vo be previoully mecefary to Baptifm. Hail. Vol. 
ad. page 353. 

It is neeiefsto follow you through the long-winded 
evidences you produce, of Gregory Nazianzen, Ambro/e, 
Auflin, &c. We know that, upon the principles alrea- 
dy mentioned, they admitted infantsto doth facraments, 
Your favourite St. Auguftin was but little better than 
Servetus; for he held that infants dying unbaptized 
were (HHORRESCO REFERENS ) under con- 


demnation ; 
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demnation, and no wonder, confidering the blind ves 
neration that was paid to thefe Fathers with all their 
abfurdities, and confidering the darknefs of the enfu- 
ing ages, that people would not venture to think for 
themfelves, but that ** the authority of Auftin car- 
** ried the Baptifm of infants almoft without controul.” 
So, according to the confefion of Dr. Wall, Infant-Com- 
munion prevailed till the year 1000; and it is retained 
in the Greek-church to this very day.---- But you are 
miftaken in the remark, that it prevailed altogether 
without controul.---- [t would appear not to have been 
an univerfal practice, even in the days of Augustin, by 
the canon of a Council of Carthage, over which he pre- 
fided. Itis likewife our plea/ure, that whoever 
** nies that new-born infants are to be baptized; let 
“him be Anathema.” \f oppofition to the practice had 
not exilted, the Anathema would have been fupe: flu- 
ous: But no doubt, that this thunder, ex Catbedrd, had 
its effeét to frighten many, into an implicit obedience 
to the decifions of the Council. We conteis then, that 
( for want of biftorical-light at leaft ) Intant-Bapulin 
appears to have been uncontradicted, for tome hun- 
dreds of years, which alfo the ignorance and /uperjlition 
of thofe ages perfecily account for.---- We find it, how- 
ever, Oppoled much /ooner, than you are willing to al- 
low. You bring us page 108. to the beginning of 
the 12¢h Century, and mention the Cathari. | do not 
remember any Baptifts who quote shem, merely as re- 
jectors of Infant-Baptifm, for they denied Bapuiim, 
and all chriftiaa facraments ; and you ought to have 
known, that the Luciferians were a fect in the 4th, Cen- 


tury; the difciples of Lucifer Bifhop ot Cagliari in Sar- 
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dinia, who, for his firm oppofition to Arius, was ba- 
nifhed by the Emperor Conjiantius. But, I fuppofe, 
your view in calling the Cathari by the fame name, 
was to introcuce that pretty pun, page 109, which other- 
wile the world might have Jott, “ their principles were 
“* literally /uciferian or devilifb;” and, at the fame time, 
to convey an oblique infinuation, of an affinity between 
them and the Baptifts.---- We can mention an earlier 
period, in which Belever’s-Bapti/im was maintained, and 
Infant-Baptifm, with the other corruptions of the Ro- 
mifo church, oppofed ; 1 mean, the century; and 
if you afk where? readily aniwered, In thar 
*¢ place, where the principles of trae Proteftantifn 
were profefled, when the reltof Furope was over- 
*‘run with idolatry, she vaillies of Piedinont.”---- Dr, 
Maclaine ( the learned Tranflator of Mofbeim’s Ecclef- 
aftical-Hiftory proves that the Walden/es did exiit, as 

a people feparate trom the church ot Rome, in the 

oth, century ( Octavo Editon Volume 2d. page 
452, note) and Dr. Stennett has thewn (as did his 
Grandfather before him ) from Chaffanion a french 
Writer, ( Stennett againft Ruilen page 81/7. Stennett 
againft Addington, parr, ed. page 254.) thatthe great- 
eft part of thefe Waldenfes did reje& Infant-Baptifms / 
nor does even Wall deny, that fome people fo called did. 
reject it.---- To this may be added alfo, that in the 
ath, century, Bruno Bithop of Angers, and Berenger, 
Archdeacon of the fame church, were fuipected 
of difbelieving it; and then, in the 12¢). century, 
you acknowledge that foine rejected it; but fee the 
force of prejudice! Pete. de Bruys, and Henry his {uc- 
ceffor denied Infant-Baptiim; and what then? Why 


the Vicar of St. dlkmonds calls the former an impious 
r adds 


| 
| 


: renegado, for leaving the church of Rome; and the 
batter, a fchi/matic and the heir of Peter’s wickedne/s, for 
the /ame reafon ; and would fain prove him a debauch- 
ed man, ‘ who {pent the day in preaching, and the night 
“‘in gambling and whoredom.” To be fure, your zeal 
ior your Grandmother carries you- great lengths.---- 
Unon what evidence is this charge laid‘alfo? The 
reipectable authorities of Peter, Abbot of Clugnis, ard 
Bernard Abbot of Clairval, two men who wou!d not 
upon occafion, fcruple to tell a lie for God, and who 
would have faid the fame of the Vicar of St. Alkmonds, 
as they did of Peter and Henry, only that perhaps, 
they might have found him more to their purpofe.---- 
Methinks the Roman-Catholics will thank you, for thus” 
cafting dirt on their profeffed enemies.---- It is the very 
method, by which Péilips (author of the L/e of Cardinal 
Pole, publithed fome years ago ) endeavoured to biack- 
en the character of Martin Luther : He@ave it out, — 
that that eminent Reformer dealt with evil /pirits; be- 
caufe Luther had faid, in bis way, that * the Devil lay 
‘¢ nearer in bed to bim than bis wife did.” And with the 
fame blackening intention, have I heard Luther called a 
perjured villain, for prefuming to marry, after his vew 
of chajtity.---- [t would have been but fair in you, as 
you quoted the charge again{t Peter and Henry before- 
mentioned from Wall, to have added as Wall candidly 
does, how much ought to be taken from, the credit of 
thefe ftories, confidering the malice of their enemies. 
---- The charge that Cafander brought againft them 
alfo, was owing entirely to his own mifapprehenfion ; 
he thought, that Baptifm was neceflary to the intant’s 


falvation, and therefore, becaufe they denied Intant- 
O Bapti/m 
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dinia, who, for his firm oppofition to Arius, was ba- 
nifhed by the Emperor Conjantius. Burt, I fuppofe, 
your view in calling the Cathari by the fame name, 


_Was to introduce that pretty pun, page 109, which other- 


wile the world might have Jot, “ their principles were 
literally /uciferian or devilifb ;” and, at the fanie time, 
to convey an oblique infinuation, of an affinity between 
them and the Baprifts.---- We can mention an earlier 
period, in which Believer’s-Bapti/in was maintained, and 
Infant-Baptifm, with the other corruptions of the Ro- 
mifo church, oppofed ; 1 mean, the century; and 
if you afk where? readily aniwered, In thae 
*¢ place, where the principles of true Proteftantifn 
“ were profefled, when the reltof Furope was over- 
*‘run with idolatry, the valies of Piediont.”---- Dr, 
Maclaine ( the \earned Tranflator of Moefocin’s Ecclefi- 
afticalsHijflory + proves that the Waldenfes did exiit, as 
a people feparate trom the church ot Rome, in the 
oth, century ( Octavo Edition Volume 2d. page 
452, note) and Dr. Stennett has thewn (as did his 
Grandfather betore him) from Chaffanion a french 
Writer, ( Stennett againft Ruilzn page 81/7. Stennett 
againit Acdington, part, ad. page 254 ) thatthe great- 
eft part of thefe Wa/denfes did reje&t Infant-Baptim 
nor does even /Vall deny, that fome people fo called did 
reject it.---- To this may be added alfo, that in the 
1145. century, Bruno Bithop of Angers, and Berenger, 
Archdeacon of the fame church, were fuipected 
of difbelieving it; and then, in the 12th. century, 
you acknowledge that foine rejected it; but fee the 
force of prejudice! Peter de Bruys, and Henry his {uc- 


-ceffor denied Infant-Baptiim; and what then? Why 


the Vicar of St. dikmonds calls the former an impious 
TENE 
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105 ) 
renegado, for leaving the church of Rome; and the 
latter, a fchifmatic and the heir of Peter’s wickedne/s, for 
the /ame reafon ,; and would fain prove hima debauch- 
ed nan, “* who fpent the day in preaching, and the night 
‘in gambling and whoredom.” To be fure, your zeal 
ior your Grandmother carries you. great lengths.---- 
Upon what evidence is this charge laid-alfo? The 
re/pec?able authorities of Peter, Abbot of Clugnis, ard 
Bernard Abbot of Clairval, two men who wou!d not 
upon occafion, feruple to tell a lie for God, and who 
wou!d have faid the fame of the Vicar of St. Alkmonds, 
as nab did of Peter and Henry, only that perhaps, 
they might have found him more to their purpofe.---- 
Methinks the Roman-Catholics will thank you, for thus 
cafting dirt on their profeffed enemies.---- It is the very 
method, by which Philips (author of the of Cardinal 
Pole, publifhed fome years ago ) endeavoured to Bi 
en the character of Martin Luther : He gave it our, 
that that eminent Reformer dealt with evil /pirits ; be- 
caule Luther had faid, in bis way, that * the Devil lay 
“¢ nearer in bed to him than bis wife did.” And with the 
fame blackening intention, have | heard Luther called a 
perjured villain, for prefuming to marry, alter his vow 
of chajftity.---- [t would have been but fiir in you, as 
you quoted the charge againft Peter and Henry before- 
mentioned from Wall, to have added as Wall candidly 
does, how much ought to be taken from, the credit of 
thefe ftories, confidering the malice of their enemies. 
---- The charge that Cafander brought againft them 
alfo, was owing entirely to his own mifapprehenfion ; 
he thought, that Baptifm was neceflary to the infant's 


Salvation, and therefore, becaufe they denied Intant- 
O Bapti/m 


| 
‘ 
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“nearer home, 


= 

Bapti/m, he took it for granted that they denied Infant 

faivation, and exclaimed againtt them (as you do ayaintt 
Samuel Medley and Fofeph Jenkins.) from the wavward- 

Hejs of his own ideas ---- I have no doubt, but you 

would have flood, ftifly enough, for their characters, 

had they believed the Baptifm of Infents.---- But they 

don’t want fuch a week advocate.---- T mey fay, in an 

accommodated fenie, that greater than Yonah ts bere, 


Lome whom [ have fo often referred to, 
{peaks of then both as Wuttrious Reformers and Mar- 
tyrs, who tree'y cenfured the fuperfttnons of the 
church and views of the Clergy, and whole attempts, 


to retorm the abufes atforefaid, he denonsinates mott 


jaucatle, and produces indputable teflimenies in fup- 
pert of Mofheim, vol. 2d. page 446-7 ) and, to come 
the prefent truly learned and candid 
focp cf Brijiol peaks of them, as evitneffes for Goa’s truth, 
iy the age 1p which they lived; and acknowlecges the 
harcthip cf their cafe, that their enemies laid here fies 
to the r charee, which there are no wnures of theirs 
extant, to vouch jor, ( Newton, on the prophefies, 
Vol. ad. page 154-5 )---- No wonder, that fuch perions 
exc.ted the od um of a degenerate pricithood ; or thar 
they foveht to blacken their characters, in order to 
glois over their own cruelty.---- By this craft they held 
their wealth,---- You ipeak alfo of the punifhment of 
theie men, with too much complacency, and tollow the 
example of their perfecutors but too clotely, while you 
bring up to view of Levden, and the Olve- 
yian-ujurpetion over your good triends, tLe pious and pro- 
hoxje of Siuari, as a cover for your /pieen againtt 


the Baptits ; and (like the ArckeRanter vt M----y 
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W----d ) to reprefent them as enemies to the Mate, 
But it is of little confequence, what you fay, while we 
have the te(timony of a good confcence, that there 
are not in the world truer friends, to the Government 
under which we live, than the Buprijls are.------- 
And dlefed are we, when men {peak all manner of evil 
avainit us falfely, tor Chrijt’s fake.---You are not aware, 
that, by your malevolent infinuations, you have done 
Us More honour than you intended ; for, thro’ want of 
better, you have laid hold of the very fame weapons, 
that che Jews were drivento mixe ufe of, againit our 
great Lord and Majer Chrift ‘Jefus.---- After all their 
wit was exhaulted, their latt tis.fe to induce Pilate to 
crucify Chriit, was an accufation of treafon. “ If 
“* thou let this man go, thou art not Cefar’s friend,” 
Vholrever maketh bimfelf a king, fpeaketh azaint Ce- 
far.” xix. 12. S» Paul was called bv Tertuflus, 
apeltileat Fellow, and a mover of fedition Ads xxiv. 5. 
and the very pretext for perfecuting the primitive 
chriftians, was your own favourite topic, of rebellion a- 
gunitcie Goverament, But hope my Brethren will. 
forzive you and pray for you, forl verily belteve, that 
you have wrote all thefe invectives, in ignorance and un- 
belief. 

The above remarks I hops have proved, that for 
the fir centuries, was not knows in 
the church.---- That tho’ it crept in, in the third cen- 
tury, it was by no means a general pract.ce.---- Phat 
even in the fourth century, it was nor, with all the 
weight of Ecclefiaftical Author cy, a practice uncon- 
tradicted.---- That, tho” it feems to have prevatied for 
fyne huadreds of years afterwards, it was denied by 

O 2 the 
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the Waildenfes, in the gth. and following centuries.---- 
And that ( not to fpeak of Bruno and Berenger ) the 


- followers of Peter de Bruys, and Henry his fucceffor to- 


taliy rejected it.---- To which account, if we add alfo, 
the account that Dr. Alix gives, together with 1 
letter written to Era/mus out of Bobemia in the year 
1519, containing information of acolony of Lapti/ts, 
which had fubfifted there for go years, and which, it_ 
is reafonable to conclude, were abranch of the anci- 


ent Waldenfes : And if we add to all this what Mo- 


fheim relates, thatin the fifteenth century, the remains 
of this people ftill fubfifted, in many provinces of Eu- 
rope ; | fay, if we put all this together, it muft be 
acknowledged, that Infant-Baptiim, as general a cor- 
ruption as it has been, yet has never fpread itfelf fu uni- 


werjaly, as it zealous advocates would wifh the worid 


to believe.---- And as for your objection to Besiever’s- 
Bapufm, “ that itnever had the ufage of any nationale 
** church for its fuoport.” page 116. Bleffed be Gop, 
It wants no fuch fappert, built asit is upon the founda- 
tion ot the dpofiles, fefus Christ bimfelf being the chief 
cornei-ftone.'. We acquiefce in your remark there- 
fore; and think, that, on this account, it bids fairer 
to be truth , astne pure worfhip of Gop has ever re- 
mained principally, amongft the few and the mean of 
this worid.---- | thal leave you, therefore, to fourifh 
with the venerable names you produce, only obferving 
ca them, that ic is plain from them, that good men may 
and ii, as vou hint in /ctim page 123, ** that you 
“nad rather err with them, than ge right with fuch as 
us.” thacl had rather follow Chrift,and men on- 
ly jo far as they are followers of bim; the’ I doubt not; 

but 
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but the Baptifts can produce names, fthat will thine as 


refpectably in the day of Judgment, as any ot thofe that - 


you vapour about. Their Martyrology can produce 
as noble an army of Martyrs ( with Corift and bis Apof- 
tles at the bead ) and make as ljarge a difplay, of what 
you affectedly ttile Martyrial-Flames, as any church 
upon the face of the earth; and, we truft, there have 


been thofe among them, who were as eminent “ for the 


“ fear of God, reverence for bis word, judgment and good 
** icufe, meekne/s and modefty,” as the perfon you praife 

one page 118.---- If you confult the Nonconfor- 
vis. °S Memorial, Vol iff. page 109; you may fee an in- 


Hance equaliy remarkable, of Mr. Henry Feffe, a mi- 


niiter of ftrong parts, extenfive learning, and deep 
reverence tor Gop’s word; who yet, after the matu- 
refi de iberavion, and frequent conferences with learned 
men ot different perfuafions, was fully convinced, that 
Infant-Baptiim has no foundation in feripture, was 


baptizea by immieriion, and was an ornament to the: 


Baptitts ali rie days of his lite.-.-- 1 heartily pray, that 
fetond thoughts are ) you may, upon recolleéti- 
on, and atarther review of the fubjett, go and do like- 
Wife. 
{ now draw near tothe conclufion of your book, in 
which we find, according to the laws of gravitation, 


that the coarfeft of your dirt is funk tothe bottom ; 


and that, before you had done with me and the 
Baptifts, you was refolved to pour out, the very 
dregs of your bitter, and rancorous fpirit. Here you 
meet me, with a mever-to-be-forgotten {pecimen, of your 
very profound judgment and penetration, in expaci- 


ating upon, what you are pleafed to call,my mever-to-be- 
forgotten 


‘ 
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forgotten anfwer, to an anonymous friend of your's. 
Indeed Sir, ic ts well that your friend fhould be anony- 
mous, for 1 have reafon to beileve, that he is forry 
for, and afhamed of, your very vawurthy conduc in 
this matter. Bort as this ts, in your view of it, a never- 
to-be-forgotten affair, you will not, may you cannot, be 
anery w.th me, for doing allin my power, properly to 
explain lis Meacing, and to to perpetuate ity memory. 
J muit beg the Readers patience and attention then, 
while L give him a brief account, of the birth and ori- 
gin, of this molt impo tant piece of hiitory, which is, 
by the defire of the Vicar, to be religioufly prelerved 
and « arefully handed down, tothe latcit per od of time. 
Know then, Gentle Reader, that the moraing al- 
ter Lhad preached the fermon, the bear-fay of which 
has fo forely diip'eafid, and hotly inflamed the learned 
and candid gentieman, to whom am now writ:ng, 
his anonymous tr end, myfe't, and feveral others break- 
fatted togetier. In the couris of the converifation, 
fomething was mentioned about Baptifm, but ao de- 
bate was citier propotsd or entered upon, and a very 
few minutes begin and concluded, the whole of tne 
converfation concerning it.---- However, the conclu- 
fion of my thoughts upon the fuvject was, that we ( 
fhould agree ‘o differ, upon tins point, tho’ by the way 
it may be odicrve:, that there wis no Pado-baprijt pre- 
fent, bur the Vicar’s anony nous triend Aaa, | ap- 
peal to heaven for the truch of wnat now fay, that, 
without the thougt or d-fizn, of provoking Of 
defpifing amy of my chidbhan brethren, who diff. from 
10 this matier, fad, the time was yer come, 
‘Sia whieh we Could all ice alike, in this as weli as 
| fome 
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« fome other truths of the Bible; and further, with’ 
out adverting juft then to the particular conneéti- 
on of the words, that the Apoft'e had faid, that 
nels in part bad bappened to ljrae]:” » Here it ended. 
However this, in the earned Vicar’s view of it, is anmever- 
to-he-forgctten an{wer, 1. e. in other words, an an/wer to 
be hung up in terrorem, to the end of t.me, aainit the 
poor Baptfts. can affure him, that uri! I faw the 
words mentioned in his book, and read bis very learned 
and fagacious comment upon them, [ had quite forgot, 
that | had meniuoned them. But fhould my Reader 
' be defirous of knowing, how the Vicar came to tne 
knowledge, of this mever-to-be-forgctien antwer, and how 
he came'to print it; I have it now in my power to in- 
form him, and that from a Letter which, face the pub- 
lication of j the Vicar’s book, I have received from this 
very triend of his, from whom he had this mever-to- 
be-forgotten tory; and I thatl take the liberty, to tran- 
icribe as much of that Letter, as concerns the matter 
In hand,---- Tt runsthus; Persaps you have feen an, 
" “ advertifement, mentioning a Letser to a Buptist Mi- 
nilter, 


y ‘think this Gentleman, who profziTes to be fo averle to a 
applicaticn ot {cripture, fhould while he reproves others for their 
miit-k-, at Jeatt take care Of Ais own mi‘applications. We have an 
in®ance of one, in his Word to Parmenas page 616 The Lord | 
m ant Ly the expreflion, © he that believeth fbadl not make baie,” 
that the ocliever thall not be con, ounded, afbamed OY driven from 
bis hope. as, when an army is rouied, it fies away in bafte ; fee 
Deut. xxviii. 7. 1 Pet. ti. 6.— ‘the good Vicar however ap- 
plies it to the common concerns of life, as if it meant, that a real be- 
licver will acith deliberation ; a fentiment, that tho’ true, 1s not 
intended in the text,-which he adduces to prove it. - 
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« mifter. (Fc. or have heard of it ; itis eafy to know 
“‘who is the author by the diction; and being ab. 
“ fent the frft and fecond night, he muft have been 
“indebted to fome of your auditory, for the threads 
*¢ of your difcourfes, which he animadverts upon. I was 
“ not that perfon, nor did | Know any thing of his work, 
«till fome time after,’ when he mentioned your fub- 
“ jects, and his defign to notice them. I told him, 
*‘ che arguments were popular,but to me not convinc- 
“ing; and, in the courle of our converfation, men- 
** tioned your reply to my obfervation in Mr. P-----s’s 
“ parlour. Then he intormed me, the work was in the 
“ prefs, and that if I would give him leave, he would 
“ makea fhortremark upon it. Jinding be was net to 
be prevented, Ltold him he might do as he pleated. 
There I found him; and there I left him; and I on- 
“ly mention this, to prevent any fefpicion arifing in 
“© your mind, of any part of my conduct towards you, 
“ being contrary to that triéndthip which, in the ftrict- 
“eft fenfe, 1 profefs to and for you.”---- And now, 
Reader, J leave thee to judge, whether the meane/s of 
fuch a condud, as alfo the malevolence of fuch a ipirit — 
and the going about to deg for matter, to ftuff his book 
with inveCtives againft me, ought not to be as publicly 
expoled, as he has publicly attacked me, and whether 
Im not bound in juitice to myfelf, to do it.---- And, 
now, Sir, asto your candid and learned comment upon 
this mever-to-be forgotten aniwer, you have not only 
moft groisly milieprefented, and bafely flandered me 
but your Logic as well as Candour thine here with equal © 
fplendor. Indeed you have given usa repetition, of 
"this very fame kind of curious reafoning, in ycur Word 
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833 
to Parmenas, where, becaule Parmenas fays, that “ good 
‘** men in all ages have withftood, and fteered clear of 
“the general corruption,” you, out of the profuo- 
dity of your learning and honetty, argue from ir, that 
Parmenas modestly infinuates, that all the good men, in 
former and latter days, were 50 | hap- 
pened to fay, that dlindnefs in part was to be found, 
even among good men; and you craftily infinuate, thac 
what I faid contained in it, a charge or imputation, 
that all who differ from me in their fentments ard 
practice concerning Baptiim, ‘* are in a itate of total 
** {piritual blindneis betore Goo, or, in other words, 
“ that they lived and died ftrangers and eneinies to 
“ him,” pages 118. 123. for this is what you would 
infinuate, by what you fay concerning it. Candour in- 
decd! Reader, what thinkeit chou ?---- Sir, with- 
out attempting to mend che heurgy of your excel’ent- 


church, | thall bere take the liberty to ule a hietle cf 


and to fay, trom all fuch candour and logic Goed Lord 
deliver us.---- And now Sir, with ali due deference to 
your protuund learning and matchiefs penetration, 
permit me to tell you and the public, what | meant 
when I (aid, referring to the advocates for infant-fprink- 
ling, that dLlindnefs in part has happened to them. 
I meant this, That I do believ-, thac they have no 
warrant for their practice, in the word of Gop; and 
that they are practifing and contending for a human 
tradition, fimply of man’s invention, in oppelition to a 
plainly revealed and pofitively comniagded ordinance 
of the Gofpel ; and the reaton wky they do it, is because 
a blindne/s or ignorance, reipecting this ordinance re- 
mains on their minds, I fcruple not even to fay this 

tefpectiog 
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refpecting the long lil before-mentioned, of venerable 
aanes as you call them; in the words of Paul Gal, ti. Q 
hatfoever they were it makeib no matter to me, 
true, [do believe, that a dblindne/s in part, re- 
fv cting this ordinance, hath happened to them ; and 
th the hit is long, and many of the names truly ve- 
nerable, yet will | add one more to it, than whom I 
keow none upon the face of the eafth, to whom the 
character of bind is more juftly applicable, I mean, the 
bearned and judicious Vicar of St. Alkimonds in Shrewfbury. 
Avdito much for this never-to-be-forgotten ot blind- 
ne[sin pari, as a clofe to which, I will venture to pray 
for you and mytelt, if you will not be angry, irom 
biindne/s in part, Good Lord deliver us. 

Ifuppoieé you thought, that the ftory you tell us, 
pave 123, of the pious woman and her pattor, would 
do you, and your excellert charch, great honour inthe 
recital, and. be a fevere and dead!y blow, to the re- 
purati on of tne poor Baptifts - for it appears to me, 
from the fpirt and temper in which you tell this fto- 
ry, that you did it only tor the fake of gratifying your 
fpiren, againtt the Bapr Minifters ingereral, by mak- 
ean and inditerminate apphication of it to 
them all--- < Bur as it feems, you know beth the paf- 
tor, and the bl us woma 5 cive me leave to put a quef- 
ton of two to you. Did you ever enquire properly into 

this 


Hard isthe fate of the Papritts in Shrowtbury. If they digo 
te bear the Vicar, he exclatms at their “ matchle/s cProntery,”? page 
If they don't ce itis called unchari table bigotry,” page 
— What they doin this cafe? Pity buthe would cha 

out the mediwn betwoon thefe two, that would pleafe him ; fore 


a: prefent looks, as at they are to be blamed at all go 
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( 115 ) 
this ftory, and, as a Chriftian, take the rule of Gon’s 


word, aud go and tell him his fault desween you and him 


alone? Probably, “* be bad not left Sh--.-y before you 
“* was informed of this matter: Or was you too proud to 
do this ? Did you condeicend even calmly ‘to. expolu- 
fate with him, dy detter orany other way.in order tu con- 
vince him of his error, before you printed this ltury 2 
The fact is, you did not ; but with your ufual candour, 
you publicly ¢raduce the poor man, and take occafiin 
from hence to flander, and if poffible to fix an odious 
ftigma, upon the whole denomination of Baptilts, O 


what a mirror of integritye candour and builiility is the 


Vicar of St. Alkmonds ¥ Did 1 chute to retaliate, in your 


ew way, how many mich worfe ttories could 1 tell, 


of your brethren in black, /ons as they cali themfelves, 
of your venerable Alma Mater. Yes Sir, I could tell 
you of fuch facts, concerning their conduct to the Bap- 
tifts, as would, if you have any feeling left, make 
your ears tingle, and prove them as narrow-minded, as 
the most narrow-minded elfewhere. And when I had 
done, I could exclaim as /owd/y, and more truly, than 
you do in pages 124, 126, “* I do not exaggerate mat- 
ters bere.’ But be it far from me. 

Paiiing over the many low and ludicrous fneers 
which, in confequence of this ftory, you caft.in abun- 
dance upon the Baptilts, { for indeed they are too mean 

to delerve any notice; contempt is their due, and that 
I heartily give then) proceed to page 129 ; from 


which, and the following pages to 136, we ihall find 


that your Leavy artillery, with whica you think to do the 
main execution, is juft now brought up, and the Batte- 
ry going to be opened. Bur ict me telj you Sir, that 


however this kind of magi/ferial bombast? may pafs, with 
2) | [ome 
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fome of your readers, for very folid and convincing ar- 
eument, yet (to ufe the words of the amiable and 
Iearned Dr. Stennett, in his anfwer to Mr. Addington) 
“*] am pretty confident, from a kind of fatality which 
“‘ulually atrends this fort of reafoning, that it will, 
“© in the cpinion of confiderate and impartial people, ra- 
ther ferve chan injure the caufe it 1s meant to deftroy.” 
Your grand Batiery then erected, is thus plaved off. 
Hence in your late fermon. preparatory to that cere- 
“< mony, you faid dipping is efential to the obedience of 
** faith, tho’ not to faivation.”---- The principal part of 
my labour, in.nfwering you here, will confift in remove 
ing your grols milrepreientations.----- did norexprefs 
myfelf in fuch words, nor in words which had fuch a 
meaning. Ardif your mode/ty and candour had but 
given you liberty, to have enquired more accurately 
iniothe matter, you would not have expyfed yourfeif, 
in the weak and filly inanner, vou have done on this. 
occafion. I faid, that a fubmiffion ro the ordinance of 
Baptifm, was, ia thofe who were proper fubjedis of it, ana 
who were convinced of it,as a duty and privilege, 
to the obecience of their faith, In oppofition tos 
rence in re\wwion, and this fay fill. . ‘But you, without 
knowing a fylilable of the order or connection, in 
which ufed the expreffion, have, in all the precipi. 
tancy of your heated imagination, and in ali the bit- 
terne!s of your divoted fpirit, infifted, that I make 
Bapritm to be effi ntial to felvation, and that the 
tinéiion made ule of, ** was nothing but a compound 
* of evafion and nonienfe; and ferves only as a decep- 
“rive varnifh, to hide the deformity of Anabaptifm.” 
----Were it to, that} had even infifled that Beptifm is 
eflentias to jalvation, I fhould have faid no more, than 
the 


at 
> 
| 
at 
| 
i 
| | 


( 117 ) 
the Mother of Abominations has tran{mitted to her 
Daughter, and fhe to her fon, the Vicur of St. Alkmonds ; 
for your ‘ excellent church” ( in her gth Article) plain- 
ly infinuates, that Baptifin is effential to falvation, by 
making it (as well as faith ) a pre-reguifite, to delive- 
rance from condemnation ; and- you deliver, with re- 
markable empha/s page 110, the complaintof Bernard, 
that to deny infants the grace of Baptifm, is ** not to fuf- 
“* fer them to come to their /a/vation,” and you {peak 
cf fuch a denial of Infant-Baptifm, as ** mi/chievous.” 
---- But my words contained no fuch doétrine.---- The 
fermon I have alreadv reprefented, page 47¢.--- In the 
corclufion of it, 1 was lead to point out the proper 
imyprovement of the fubje&t; which lead me ftill fur- 
ther, to attempt an anfwer to certain objections, 
brought by fome perfons, to following Chrift’s exam- 
ple in Baptifm; and particularly, that carele/s flothful 
objection, often made againft all enquiry into the mat 


ter, People fay, in a mighty indifferent manner, ‘* Bap- “to 


¢:/m is not effential.” To which I replied. If thisis 
brought by you, as an objection to your enquiring in- 

‘to it, and fubmitting to it ; the very fame objection ~ 
“ would lie, with equal again{t ordinances. 
“< _.-- It moft certainly is not effential to, or the ground 
“of, your falvation; but if Baptifm is enforced by 
“ the precept, and recommended by the example of Chrift; 
then a fubmiffion to it, moft certainly is ¢ffential to 
“* your obedience to that precept, and to your confor- 


_  mity to that example. What I mean is, that though 


*< it is mot effential to falvation; yet itis your duty to 

“* examine fully into it ; and it is, to all thofe who are 

a inced of its bei d ‘al to the obedt- 
convinced of its being a duty, effential to the 


** ence of their faith.’ In order farther to illuftrate this 
| J 


\@ 
‘ 
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Tofked, (1) Is it to the>nature of true 
jath, to produce obedience to the of Chrift, 
jo far as they are known ? (2) Are the commands 
or words of Chrift effential,as a rule, tor the checience 
of faith s (3) Is Baptifm a command of C' rit in 
his word ?(4)Then a fubmiffion to it is as an 
act of the obedience of faith, in all thofe vboare! roneht 
to jee it their duty, in obedience to his commard, 
ani their honour and privilege, in conformity to his 
example ; “ for to him that knoweth to do good, and 
© doeth it not to him it is fiz,” James iv. 17.--- 1 bis was 
the order and connection, in which I ufed the expr-f- 
fion ; and iet me beg of thee Reader, to compare this 
briét but érue account of the matter, with the Vicar’s 
haughty and infoleat parade, and his  unchrftian 
and malevolent {neers againit my words, in pages 
533,00 1,6. I leave thee to judge both of his chri/- 
tian-candour and his common-honely, in the whole of his 
remarks upon it; whether it does not prove him, to 
be avery weak and credulous, a very proud and cen[eri- 
cus,a very bLot-beaded, rajb, precipitate young man, and 
whether he ought not to biufh, and be afhamed of 
himfeif, for his conduét, and to leara more dumility and 
tor the future, and not to expole himicif to 
the julttho? warm repreheofions of his friends, by 
his tolly and impcrtinence.---- Yet Ilook on him as 
an objet of pith; 'do moft freely forgive him, and 
pray Gop to turn his heart. 

I fhall leave the Dignitaries of your ‘* excel- 
ent church,” Sir, to comp!iment and reward you, for 
the high encomiums you pafs upon your venerable 4/ma 
Mater and her Robe, &c. pages 139s 
141 which, to be fure, receives confiderable luftre, rom 


| 
| | 
| 
7 
| 
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the apolcgy you make for her, in thofe two pretty lines, 
which you have fo very jud.cioufly extraéted, from a 
fongin a ludicrou, Play called the Pedlock.---- Your 
excellent charch” is in a fad cafe indeed, if the Bidle 
cannot afford a etter maxim inher defence, than from 
a Play-book. However, you and your venerable Alma 
Mater mult fertle this curious compliment ; and while you 

Are-to her faults a Uittle blind, e. Blind in part.) 

And to her virtues very kind; 

To manners good, may fhe you bind ; 

And clap a Padlock on your mind. 

I mean Sir, on your haughty, fneering, malevolent 
and magifterial temper, which needs a Padlock, and a 
pretty itrong one.---- Should you chule to write any 
more, againit me or the Baprifts, you will hardly be at 
a lofs for a fub)-&, as you know it is not long fince 
I vitites: Shrew/bury again, and * baptized certain adults” 
there. Wei, it vou fhould condefcend to give them 
anotier bearty-drubbing as ignoramufes have cail- 
let ne aivile vou nor to fuffer your weaknefs and 
credulity to fw llow falfehood for truth ; and do quote 
fairy snot} xe Mr. Woolfton, who, by lame and mang!ed 
g ations from the Fothers, would fain have made the 
world to behev, that they denied the reality of the mi- 
racles of our Saviour; and indeed by this method, 
aman might in appearance prove almott any thing.---- 
Permit me alfo to beg of you, 1f you fhould determine 
to write any more upon this fubjedt, ( and pray do not 
fereet what I now requelt of you ) to take down Jebu’s 
I ooking-Glafs; and atter wiping off the duff, ¢ ror I 
fear it has long bung neglected, in fome dusty corner ) 
do, before you begin to write, fit down, and for a few/ert- 


ous hours, taithfully and impartially examine, your coun- 
tenance 
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tenance and confcieace, in that sruly excellent performance, 


I now conclude, by leaving you to the pity and pray- 
ers of all true chriftians, to the juft reproaches of your 
friends, to the regret of your own conicience, and’ to 
the mercy of Gop; and fubfcribe myfelf, Rev. Sir, 


Liverroor your wellwiiher for Chrift’s fake, 


‘June 34.1776. | SAMUEL MEDLEY. 
& 


ADVERTISEMENT. 


HEREAS the Author of a Letter to a Baptif Minifter, 
has, in a late Publication, ( entitled 4 Reply to Parmenas, 
pages 13¢+. 22d. ) injurioufly charged the Rev. Samuel Medley, 
with having ‘“* wauntingly given a public challenge to all the Pe- 
«« dobapuits, pledging himfelf, to anfwer a// that fhould be ever 
“© faid on the iubjet of Jnfant-Baptijm.’— This is to certify, all , 
into whoie hands it may come, that the above is a fale and /lan- 
derous imputation.— We the underwritten, ‘who were Ear-Wit- 
nefics, do aver, that what Mr. Medley faid, did not convey more 
or lefs than the following Idea. ** If the Padob.ptifts will prove 
** their practice, trom the word of Gop, (which in my humble 
** Opinion they never yet have done ) I will attentivedy and im- 
** partially vead, whatever they may produce ; and if they con- 
** vince me from the {cripture, that dafant-Sprinkking is Go/pel-Bap- 
“© ti/m, | Samuel Mediry do pledge myfelf, to make a public re- 
** cantation of my prefent Opinion, from the Pulpit, and the Prefs, 


** and to become a zealous defender of _ lnfant-Baptijm, wherever 
am, and as long asl live.” W ITNESS, 


ohn Sandys. Joteph Edgerley. 

homas Phillips. John Hawley, Richard Pierce. 
John Piles. George Bean. John Holbrooke. 
Tho. Hawley, Jun. | Richard Griffiths. 


P.S, Several refpectable Perfons, of the Church of England and 
among the Preflyterians, are ready to atteft the above if neceflary. 
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Page 44h. note, line read Curist: — 4gth, line 10tbe 


read 4s. — 51/7. line 5b read uae read om 
dering. 54:4. line 234. read anime, ~ 
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